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Amendment I. Congress shall make no law respecting an 
establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or 
abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press; or the right of the 
people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the Government for a 
redress of grievances. 


Amendment Ila well-regulated militia being necessary to 
the security of a free state, the right of the people to keep and bear 
arms shall not be infringed. 


Amendment TTI. No soldier shall, in time of peace, be 


quartered in any house, without the consent of the owner, nor in 
time of war, but in a manner to be prescribed by law. 


Amendment I Vv, The right of the people to be secure in their 
persons, houses, papers, and effects against unreasonable searches 
and seizures shall not be violated, and no warrants shall issue, 
but upon probable cause, supported by oath or affirmation, and 
particularly describing the place to be searched, and the persons or 
things to be seized. 


Amendment V. No person shall be held to answer for a 
capital, or otherwise infamous crime, unless on a presentment or 
indictment of a grand jury, except in cases arising in the land or 
naval forces, or in the militia, when in actual service in time of war 
or public danger; nor shall any person be subject for the same offense 
to be twice put in jeopardy of life or limb; nor shall be compelled in 
any criminal case to be a witness against himself, nor be deprived of 


life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; nor shall private 
property be taken for public use, without just compensation. 


Amendment VI. tn all criminal prosecutions the accused 
shall enjoy the right to a speedy and public trial, by an impartial 
jury of the state and district wherein the crime shall have been 
committed, which district shall have been previously ascertained by 
law, and to be informed of the nature and cause of the accusation; 
to be confronted with the witnesses against him; to have compulsory 
process for obtain-ing witnesses in his favor, and to have the 
assistance of counsel for his defense. 


Amendment VII. in suits at common law, where the 
vatue in controversy shall exceed twenty dollars, the right of trial by 
jury shall be preserved, and no fact tried by a jury shall be otherwise 
re-examined in any court of the United States, than according to the 
rules of the common law. 


Amendment VIII. Excessive bail shall not be required, nor 
excessive fines imposed, nor cruel and unusual punishments inflicted. 


Amendment IX. The enumeration in the Constitution, of 
certain rights, shall not be construed to deny or disparage others 
retained by the people. 


Amendment X. The powers not delegated to the United 
States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the states, are 
reserved to the states respectively, or to the people. 
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ATLARTEC UREN StacLeTice 


U.N. Me 


Ina film that exposes the incompetence and corruption at the heart of the United Nations, film- 
maker Ami Horowitz takes us on a harrowing, yet often hilarious, trip through the farcical world 
of the United Nations. (2012, 33min, cased DVD, 1/$14.95; 5-9/$12.95ea; 10+/$11.95ea) DVDUNM 


World Federalism 101 

World Federalism 101, by Rick Biondi and Alex Newman, explores the history of the World 
Federalist and Atlantic Union movements in the U.S. Congress and beyond, as well as exposing 
proponents of world government using their own words and deeds. (2014, pb, 212pp, $16.95; 
5-9/$14.95ea; 10+/$13.95ea) BKWF181 


America and the United Nations 

This analysis of the United Nations traces its history from its forerunner, the League of Nations, 
up to the present, and compares the basic foundational documents of the UN with those of 

the United States with regard to the protection of human rights. (2013, 45pp, pb, 1/$2.95ea; 
10-24/$2.00ea; 25-49/$1.50ea; 50-99/$1.00ea; 100+/$.95ea) BKLTAAUN 


United Nations: On the Brink of Becoming a World Government 

The United Nations has entities claiming jurisdiction over the world’s food, including agri- 
culture and vitamins, as well as over global health, water, international law, trade, firearms, 
and the environment. Only two things stop it from becoming a world government: insufficient 
funding and sovereignty-protecting politicians. And those two things are being dealt with. 
(2012, 12pp, $.02ea) RPUNBWG 
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Inside the United Nations 

The United Nations has been in existence for 

70 years, but its origins and objectives remain 
misunderstood by many Americans. This 

book is a brief, readable introduction to the 
United Nations and to the people who created 
it and support it. (2013ed, 135pp, pb, 1/$9.95ea; 
5-19/$8.95ea; 20-59/$7.95ea; 60+/$6.95ea) BKIUN 


Get Us Out — Window Cling 
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Get Us Out — Envelope Stickers 
Influence others with these attractive envelope 
stickers. (Includes 10 sheets per set. 120 stick- 
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20+/$3.25ea) ESGUO 
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“FREE TRADE: 


It's Never Been About Trading 


International Merger, by John Birch Society 
CEO Arthur R. Thompson, explores the true 
agenda behind the free trade agreements, pacts, 
and partnerships being considered by the U.S. 
Congress. You will find this book fascinating, and 
be quoting it often. (2015ed., 260pp, 1/$9.95; 
12-23/$7.50ea; 24-39/$5.50ea; 40+/$4.95ea) 
BKIMFE15 
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WORLD 


Castros’ Cuba 

by Fr: James Thornton — After President Obama’s visit to Cuba, 
hopes are high that the Caribbean nation will see reform and 
increased freedom for its citizens. Under the Castros, this is not likely. 


SCIENCE 


What Science Says About the Existence of God 
by Kurt Williamsen — It is often stated not only that religion 

and science are not compatible, but that science disproves God’s 
existence. We explain what science does show. 


Do Multiple Universes 

Explain Away Evidence of God? 

by Kurt Williamsen — Many scientists try to rationalize the 
stupendously unlikely coincidences that allow life to develop in 
our universe by claiming that many universes exist. But are the 
claims credible? 


POLITICS 
The Real McCain 


by Christian Gomez — Though Senator John McCain of Arizona is 
known as a “maverick Republican,” a look at his record reveals that 
he is just a typical neoconservative. 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 


From Police to Praetorian Guard 

by Joe Wolverton II, J.D. — The Praetorian Guard of ancient 
Rome was gradually transformed from a citizen police force into 
an oppressive standing army. Are America’s local police following 
that path? 
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Mass Migration a Plot 
to Destroy Christian West 


by Alex Newman 
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Natural Born Citizens? No! 


I read Steve Byas’ response, in the Feb- 
ruary 22, 2016 edition, to my Letter to 
the Editor in the January 25, 2016 edi- 
tion regarding Rafael Eduardo (Ted) Cruz 
and Marco Rubio being ineligible for the 
presidency since neither are natural born 
citizens, as required in Article II, Section 
1, Clause 5 of the U.S. Constitution. Byas’ 
reply expresses several common miscon- 
ceptions many have concerning the issue 
of natural born citizenship. 

One misconception is that citizen and 
natural born citizen are one and the same, 
per Byas’ quote of Judge Napolitano. The 
quote is accurate. However, the Founding 
Fathers did not consider a natural born 
citizen and citizen as one and the same. 
This is evident by the two distinct classi- 
fications they wrote in Article I], Section 
1, Clause 5: “No person except a natural 
born citizen, or a Citizen of the United 
States, at the time of the Adoption of this 
Constitution, shall be eligible to the Office 
of President.” There would have been no 
need for the Founding Fathers to delineate 
between natural born citizen and citizen 
had they intended for the two classifica- 
tions to have the same definition. 

The claim that the Naturalization Act 
of 1790 defines a natural born citizen ig- 
nores some fundamental points. Congress 
has only the power to make a foreigner a 
citizen through the naturalization process 
per Article I, Section 8, Clause 4 (uniform 
rule of naturalization). Congress does not 
have the enumerated power to make a per- 
son a natural born citizen. 

The Founding Fathers used the definition 
of natural born citizen from Emmerich de 
Vattel’s Law of Nations. Section 212 states: 
“The natives, or natural-born citizens, are 
those born in the country, of parents who are 
citizens.” This requires a person be born in 
the country to two citizen parents. Neither 
Cruz nor Rubio fulfills these requirements. 
Anytime someone cites a naturalization stat- 
ute in defense of Cruz or Rubio, he or she is 
only confirming Cruz and Rubio are natural- 
ized citizens, not natural born citizens, and 
therefore ineligible to be president. 

Also, the 1790 Naturalization Act, re- 
ferred to by Byas, was repealed by the 1795 
Naturalization Act to replace the term “natu- 
ral born citizen” in the 1790 Act with merely 
“Citizen” in the 1795 Act. The Founding Fa- 
thers realized the conflict between the 1790 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


Act and the definition they used, acknowl- 
edging that Congress cannot define a natural 
born citizen under the Constitution. As stated 
in Marbury v. Madison (1803), any act, rule, 
or regulation repugnant to the Constitution is 
null and void as soon as the act occurs. Since 
the definition of “natural born” was already 
defined by the Founding Fathers, any statute 
seeking a change would be null and void as 
soon as the legislation was passed, a fact un- 
derstood by the Founding Fathers. 

Additionally, in the case of Ted Cruz, 
his mother needed to submit a Consular 
Report of Birth Abroad form (CRBA), as 
required by federal statute, when Cruz’s 
parents reentered the United States with 
him so that the U.S. government would 
recognize he was a naturalized citizen. 
There has been no confirmation his moth- 
er submitted the CRBA. 

Moreover, if Cruz is truly a natural born 
citizen because his mother was a citizen 
when he was born, then there would have 
been no need for him to renounce his Ca- 
nadian citizenship, which he did in 2014 
when he decided to run for president. 

DANIEL HUNT 
Manchester, Connecticut 


Steve Byas has it wrong about the constitu- 
tional definition of a “natural born citizen.” 
He cites the Naturalization Act of 1790, 
which uses the term, but fails to note that 
that act was repealed by the Naturaliza- 
tion Act of 1795, because it was mislead- 
ing in its use of the term — both Madison 
and Washington signed off on the 1795 
substitute act. If the Constitution’s origi- 
nal meaning is to be changed, it would re- 
quire a constitutional amendment. In point 
of fact, both current major political parties 
tried a total of eight times between them, 
between 2003 and 2008, to get just such 
an amendment through Congress, and 
they failed each time even to get their pro- 
posals out of committee, such was the sen- 
sitivity around this issue. So they knew, and 
know, what a true “natural born citizen” is 
in constitutional terms. 
DUANE “STAN” STANFIELD 
Sent via e-mail 


Send your letters to: THE NEw AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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Crimes of the Educators Webster’s 1828 Dictionary on CD-ROM 
Crimes of the Educators reveals how the architects of America’s public-school This CD contains the complete text of the facsimile version of Noah 
disaster implemented a plan to socialize the United States by knowingly and Webster’s original 1828 Dictionary, set in completely searchable 
willingly dumbing down the population. (2015, 368pp, hb, $26.95) BKCE Libronix™ technology. This invaluable resource gives you the ability to 
define words, copy and paste into documents with a complete citation, 
Common Ground on Common Core and increase your understanding through word studies — all from your 
Ideologically diverse top education activists and experts come together own computer. ($49.95) CDW1828 
within the pages of a single volume, edited by Kirsten Lombard, to speak 
out against the Common Core State Standards. (2014, 436pp, pb, $20.95) McGuffey Readers — set of seven 
BKCGCC In the 19th century, McGuffey Readers were among the most important 
texts used in primary education. Get all of the famous McGuffey Readers 
None Dare Call It Education in this exclusive set. Set includes “Eclectic Primer,” “First Eclectic Reader,” 
What’s happening to our schools and to our children? Find out in John A. “Second Eclectic Reader,” “Third Eclectic Reader,” “Fourth Eclectic 
Stormer’s documented account of how education “reforms” are undermining Reader,” “Fifth Eclectic Reader,” and “Sixth Eclectic Reader.” ($75.00) 
academics and traditional values. (1998, 266pp, pb, $4.95) BKNDCE BKSMCGR7HB 
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EPA: Coal Regulations About Politics of Power 


EPA Administrator Gina McCarthy made an admission against 
interest during testimony before the House Energy and Com- 
merce Committee on March 22. When grilled by Representative 
David McKinley (R-W.V.) about EPA regulations that are crip- 
pling the coal industry, McCarthy did not dispute the charge that 
the regulations will have no measurable effect on “global warm- 
ing.” Instead, she said that the “benefit” of the regulations is in 
flexing federal muscle over industry. 

McKinley challenged her by pointing out that, even though 40 
percent of America’s power comes from coal, the federal govern- 


ment has put 33 percent of that coal off limits. “You are part of 
this administration that has a war on coal that is saying, “we’re 
not going to use coal,’” he told McCarthy. He pressed the issue 
further, asking her why the EPA continues its policies when there 
is “no benefit”: “I don’t understand. If it doesn’t have an impact 
on climate change around the world, why are we subjecting our 
hard-working taxpayers and men and women in the coal fields 
to something that has no benefit?” 

McCarthy replied without disputing McKinley’s claim that the 
regulations will have “no measurable” impact on either pollution 
or “global warming.” Instead, she admitted that the reasons for 
the regulations have less to do with substance and more to do 
with the appearance of strength: “I think sir, we see it as having 
had enormous benefit in showing sort of domestic leadership as 
well as garnering support around the country for the agreement 
we reached in Paris.” 

McKinley was quick to point out that “no one’s following it. 
China has doubled — since that Paris Accord, China has already 
announced that they are going to put up 360 [coal-fired plants]; 
India has announced that they’re going to double their use of 
coal.” Considering that McCarthy admits the “benefits” of the 
regulations are all about the politics of power, McKinley was 
likely wasting his CO,-rich breath. 


Globalists Exploit Brussels Terror to Push Police State 


The blood after the March 22 terror attack in Brussels, Belgium, 
was not even dry when globalists and anti-sovereignty extremists 
began demanding more assaults on liberty and more power for 
themselves under the guise of “protecting” people from terrorism. 
At the top of the agenda: exploiting the crisis to impose a “Secu- 
rity Union” on Europeans that would consolidate the emerging 
continental police state. 

EU “President” Jean-Claude Juncker was among the first to 
exploit the attack to demand more power. Speaking the day after 
the attack, Juncker called for deeper integration in intelligence 
gathering. “It becomes more and more obvious that we must re- 
flect over the better cooperation between our respective secret 
services,” the globalist said. “Our knowledge of our immediate 
neighborhood is not good enough.” 

He also called for imposing a “Union of security,” similar to 
the “Union of energy, Union of the capital markets, or an eco- 
nomic and monetary Union.” When globalist EU leaders speak 
of “union” or “integration,” it is code word for usurping what 
little remains of national sovereignty and self-government, and 
transferring those powers to the power-mad continental regime 
in Brussels. 

Italian Prime Minister Matteo Renzi did not even let one night 
pass before exploiting the attack. “Today they hit Belgium, but 
they also hit the capital of the European Union,” Renzi said. “We 
need a European pact, a pact for freedom and security.... Europe 
must go all the way this time. We must invest in a common se- 


curity and defense structure. The security services must work 
together, and better together, with constant, timely and continu- 
ous cooperation.” 

Some analysts say that further “security” power grabs by Brus- 
sels are likely to be resisted by member states weary of handing 
any more power to the unpopular super-state. But that rests large- 
ly on the assumption that the EU would respect the wishes of for- 
merly sovereign European peoples. So far, the EU has brazenly 
bulldozed over public opposition, going so far as to ignore clear 
“no” votes in referendums on imposing a continental constitution. 


Jean-Claude 
Juncker 
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Robot Revolution Could Make Your Job Obsolete 


More than two dozen massive robots move 20-foot-long shipping 
containers at a Los Angeles shipping terminal, cutting costs by 
between an estimated 30 and 50 percent, according to a March 27 
Wall Street Journal article. A new terminal, being built at the Port 
of Long Beach, will be able to handle nearly half of that port’s 
entire volume, moving and stacking more than three million of 
those shipping containers every year. 

The robotics revolution, thanks to Moore’s Law (how overall 
processing power for computers will double every two years) 
and the consequent dramatic lowering of the cost of informa- 


tion, is sweeping across the world. In some cases robots are 
doing the jobs of 10 workers. 

Restaurants are leading the way, with Olive Garden, White 
Castle, Taco Bell, Applebee’s, Panera Bread, Burger King, Sub- 
way, Arby’s, and Chili’s already using computer tablets that allow 
customers not only to order but to pay their bill. At Lowe’s Home 
Improvement stores, customers are being greeted by OSHbot, 
which speaks two languages, answers questions, and guides 
customers to items in the store. It provides information about 
the item, and when its battery runs low, it runs itself over to the 
recharging station. Target recently announced its plans to start 
replacing team members with robots called Techstar, an auto- 
mated system taking advantage of the latest technology. Within 
two years it will have up and running a “concept store” where 
robots will work alongside human team members. 

Robots are now doing jobs that used to be done by pastry 
chefs, typists, paralegals, math teachers, anesthesiologists, tele- 
marketers, legal secretaries, watch repairers, and even models 
displaying clothing, underwear, and shoes. They can now write 
music, diagnose diseases, and trade stocks. If you’re a writer, 
consider this: “Things looked bleak for the Angels when they 
trailed by two runs in the ninth inning, but Los Angeles recovered 
thanks to a key single from Vladimir Guerrero to pull out a 7-6 
victory of the Boston Red Sox at Fenway Park on Sunday.” That 
was written by a robot. 


Michigan Board of Education Releases New LGBTQ Guidelines 


Michigan’s Board of Education has drafted a set of guidelines 
that asks schools to allow students to make their own decisions 
regarding which bathrooms they use, the gender by which they 
want to be identified, and the names by which they’d like to be 
called. The guidelines, which seem to explicitly remove parents 
and doctors from the decision-making process, have been signed 
by State Superintendent Brian Whiston. The board issued the 
statement and corresponding guidance on February 23 without a 
press release. The public was given until April 11 to comment on 
the guidance and the board plans to finalize it on May 10. 

The statement defines gender identity as “a person’s deeply 
held internal sense or psychological knowledge of their own gen- 
der, regardless of the biological sex they were assigned at birth,” 
and allows students to make decisions based on the gender with 
which they identify. The statement also identifies some of its stu- 
dents as gender nonconforming (GNC), which is defined as those 
“whose gender expression differs from stereotypical expectations 
of the biological sex they were assigned at birth.” 

Notable items that are missing from the guidance are consid- 
erations based on students’ ages, as well as input from parents 
and medical professionals. “The responsibility for determining 
a student’s gender identity rests with the student. Outside con- 
firmation from medical or mental health professionals, or docu- 
mentation of legal changes, is not needed,” the guidance states. 


Within a month after the board released the guidelines, there 
were nearly 900 comments on the public comment forum regard- 
ing the guidance, and a majority of parents are outraged. “These 
new policy standards are a slap in the face to parental rights... 
The State does not have a place in deciding what is best for our 
children,” declared parent Casey Armitage. A number of parents 
threatened to either homeschool their children or place them in 
private school if the standards are adopted. One parent, identified 
as Meghan R., wrote, “If this passes we will ensure our children 
never attend public school here in Michigan.” i 
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Arizona Senator Knowingly Heaps Praises on a Communist 

“Not all of the Americans who fought in the [Abraham] Lincoln Bri- 
gade were Communists. Many were, including Delmer Berg.... And I 
salute him.” 

In the New York Times op-ed section for March 25, 2016, Senator John 
McCain recounted the life of Delmer Berg, who went from America to 
Spain in the late 1930s to fight on the side of the communist forces at- 
tempting to seize control of the country. 


North Korea Harshly Sentences 
American Student for Stealing a Sign 
“T made the worst mistake of my life.” 
In what was truly just a college-style prank, University of Virginia student Otto Warmbier sought to 
steal a political poster from a wall in his Pyongyang hotel. He was sentenced to 15 years of hard labor 
by a North Korean court. 


Criticism Offered About U.S. Motives in Yemen 

“As I read the conflict in Yemen, I have a hard time figuring out what the U.S. national security in- 
terests are. The result of the coalition campaign has been to kill a lot of civilians and sow the seeds of 
humanitarian problems.” 

A member of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, Senator Christo- 
pher Murphy (D-Conn.) is not alone in wondering why America partici- 
pates in a war in the Mideast nation. 


Arizona Sheriff Explains His 

Toughness Toward Illegal Immigrants 

“The reason we’re tough] is not that they’re all running back across the 
border. It’s that the federal government is releasing them back onto our 
streets.” 

During the past two years, the department led by Sheriff Joe Arpaio 
turned over 8,600 illegal immigrants for felony and misdemeanor crimes. 
But 3,000 of them had to be jailed again for the same crimes. 
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President Obama Recommends Communism, Socialism, or Capitalism 

“T think for your generation, you should be practical and just choose from what works. You don’t have 
to worry about whether it neatly fits into socialist theory or capitalist theory — you should just decide 
what works.” 

Speaking to a group of young people in Argentina, Barack Obama responded to a question about how 
to create social change. Part of his response included his belief that the sharp division between “capi- 
talists and communists or socialists” is starting to blur. 


Former Candidate Weighs In on Why He Supports Trump 
“When you’re very nice, respectful ... it gets you where it got me, nowhere. Tell me a politician who 
doesn’t tell lies. The reason that I’m endorsing him is because I recognize that we are heading down the 
exact same path that we have been on all along.” 

Appearing as a guest on television s The View, Dr. Ben Carson defended 
Donald Trump. 


A Voice From the Past 
From the September 1958 issue of American Opinion magazine: “Now 
the evidence from [Fidel] Castro’s whole past, that he is a Communist 
agent carrying out Communist orders and plans, is overwhelming.” 
John Birch Society founder Robert Welch concluded that Fidel Castro 
was a communist four months before the Cuban dictator seized power 
on January 1, 1959, and three years before he finally acknowledged he 
was a “Marxist-Leninist” on December 2, 1961. @ 

— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANUS 
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After President Obama’s visit to Cuba, hopes are high that the Caribbean nation will see 
reform and increased freedom for its citizens. Under the Castros, this is not likely. 
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by Fr. James Thornton 


resident Obama traveled last month 

on an official visit to Communist 

Cuba, the first such trip by a sitting 
American president since Calvin Coolidge 
visited the island in 1928. The trip came 
less than a year after Obama and Cuban 
dictator Raul Castro met in Panama in 
April 2015 and only six months after their 
second meeting at the United Nations this 
past September. 

Obama, hopeful for a dramatic improve- 
ment in relations between the United States 
and Cuba, commented that he believes 
Castro to be a pragmatist and not an ideo- 
logue, and that Castro desires change in 
Cuba, presumably, according to Obama, 
toward a more open and free society. That 
expectation of a loosening of the grip of 
Cuba’s totalitarian system was repeated by 
Obama during the visit itself, despite the 
Cuban regime’s rounding up and jailing of 
dissidents on the weekend prior to the visit. 

One dissident, Dr. Guillermo Farifias 
Hernandez, kept under house arrest during 
the visit, commented on the recent thaw 
in United States-Cuban relations: “Yes, 
things have changed since [diplomatic] re- 
lations [between the U.S. and Cuba] were 
restored. Beatings have increased, threats 
have increased. Impunity has increased. 
Aggressiveness has increased.” How, then, 
is it possible that Cuba is now on the road 
to greater freedom? Of what benefit to ei- 
ther the American or Cuban people is this 
softening toward what is still a hardline 
Communist nation? We will consider these 
questions momentarily, but first let us ex- 
amine how Cuba became what it is today. 


The island of Cuba was discovered by 
Christopher Columbus on his first voyage 
in 1492 and became a Spanish possession. 
The first Spanish settlements were estab- 
lished in 1511 and soon spread throughout 
the island. Over time, the island’s signifi- 
cance came especially from its rich soil, 
abundant rainfall, and subtropical climate, 
which together are perfect for growing 
certain crops. Tobacco became the princi- 
pal crop at first, but in the 19th century it 
was mostly supplanted by the production 
of sugarcane. For a while, Cuba became 
the world’s foremost producer of sugar, 
both in quantity and in quality. 
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So happy together: President Obama and Cuban dictator Raul Castro are seen here at the joint 


APalmages 


press conference where Castro denied that Cuba held any political prisoners. The two leaders 


appear to be, as the Cubans say, simpdtico. 


Throughout the 19th century, attempts 
were made to achieve independence from 
Spain. Inspired by various independence 
movements throughout Latin America, 
secret revolutionary organizations were 
formed. In the first half of the 19th cen- 
tury, the Spanish government was suc- 
cessful in suppressing these groups, but 
in the latter half, three wars were fought 
by Cubans to achieve independence: the 
Ten Years’ War of 1868-1878; the Little 
War of 1879-1880; and the War of In- 
dependence, which began in 1895 and 
ended with American intervention in 
1898 (the Spanish-American War) and 
full independence in 1902. As in other 
countries in that region of the world, 
there was a good deal of instability in the 
governments of Cuba. In 1909 and again 
in 1912, American troops occupied the 
country to restore order. 

In 1933, a leftist revolutionary upris- 
ing overthrew the administration of Presi- 
dent Gerardo Machado and put Ramon 
Grau San Martin in power as the head of 
what came to be called the “One Hundred 
Days Government.” Grau himself was a 
moderate reformer but was surrounded 
by radicals in his administration. That 
government was overthrown in January 
1934 by Army Chief of Staff Colonel Ful- 
gencio Batista, who installed a series of 
provisional governments throughout the 
remainder of the decade. 


In the election of 1940, which was re- 
portedly open and fair, Batista won the 
presidency. He was succeeded in office 
by Grau, who was elected in 1944, and 
Carlos Prio Socarras, elected in 1948. 
Prio’s period in office was marred by a 
substantial increase in government corrup- 
tion and political violence. Consequently, 
in March 1952, Batista, in concert with 
leaders of the military and police, seized 
power to prevent the country from sink- 
ing into complete chaos. The outcome of 
free elections in 1953, which made Batista 
legally the president, seemed to signal the 
approval of most Cubans of the coup of 
the previous year, since the country had 
grown impatient with the seemingly end- 
less disorder. 

About Batista’s administration one 
can say both bad things and good. On the 
bad side, corruption was not eliminated 
and organized crime, which had gained 
a considerable toehold in Cuba immedi- 
ately after the Second World War, con- 
tinued to thrive. On the good side, the 
nation enjoyed tremendous prosperity in 
the 1950s. Wages in Cuba were the eighth 
highest in the world. The country was 
blessed by a large and growing middle 
class, which constituted approximately 
one-third of the population. Social mo- 
bility (the ability of members of one class 
in the social strata to rise to higher levels) 
became a genuine reality. Of the working 
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class, more than 20 percent were classi- 
fied as skilled. During the Batista years, 
Cuba enjoyed the third-highest per-capita 
income in Latin America and possessed 
an excellent network of highways and 
railroads, along with many modern ports. 
Cubans had the highest per-capita con- 
sumption in Latin America of meat, veg- 
etables, cereals, automobiles, telephones, 
and radios, and was fifth highest in the 
number of television sets in the world. 

Cuba’s healthcare system was outstand- 
ing, with one of the highest numbers of 
medical doctors per capita in the world, 
the third-lowest adult mortality rate in 
the world, and the lowest infant mortal- 
ity rate in Latin America. Cuba during the 
1950s spent more on education than any 
other Latin American country and had 
the fourth-highest literacy rate in Latin 
America. 

President Batista built part of his fol- 
lowing through an alliance with organ- 
ized labor. As a result, workers by law 
worked an eight-hour day, 44 hours per 
week. They received a month’s paid vaca- 
tion, plus four additional paid holidays per 
year. They were also entitled to nine days 
of sick leave with pay per year. In short, 
while things were not perfect in all of the 
areas just noted, they were nevertheless 
remarkably advanced and were gradually 
improving. Yet, much work remained to be 
done in rural regions, where poverty and 
the lack of a complete modern infrastruc- 
ture remained a problem. 


In July 1953, a little-known revolutionary 
named Fidel Castro, his brother Raul, and 
a small group of rebels attacked a military 
barracks in the southeast of the country 
hoping to spark a revolution, but were de- 
feated. The Castro brothers were captured 
and sentenced to 15 years in prison. Un- 
fortunately for Cuba and its people, Presi- 
dent Batista declared a general amnesty 
in 1955, which set the Castros free. The 
two then traveled to Mexico where they, in 
conjunction with Argentinian Marxist ter- 
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Viva la revolucion: Fidel Castro (left) and “Che” Guevara (center) march through the streets of 
Havana protesting against the United States. Both men promised freedom to the Cuban people 


but instead installed a Soviet-style dictatorship. 


rorist Ernesto “Che” Guevara, organized 
a revolutionary group known as the “26th 
of July Movement,” the aim of which was 
to overthrow the Cuban government and 
seize power. In December 1956, the group 
of some 82 fighters boarded a yacht and 
sailed to Cuba, where they were confront- 
ed by elements of Batista’s armed forces. 
In the ensuing clash, most of the insur- 
gents were either killed or captured. How- 
ever, the Castro brothers, Guevara, and a 
small group of about 12 others escaped 
and fled into the Sierra Maestra moun- 
tains, where they launched the beginnings 
of the revolution that would bring Fidel 
Castro to power. 

Castro portrayed himself at that time as 
a devotee of democratic rule, contrasting 
that with Batista’s non-democratic author- 
itarianism, and promised American-style 
freedoms and an end to dictatorship. Some 
members of his 26th of July Movement, 
and even a few members of the leadership 
corps of that organization, were actually 
anti-communists, misled by Castro as to 
the true nature of his ultimate goals. The 
propaganda about a return to a represen- 
tative and just government was widely 


believed, particularly among the poorer 
classes, students, and some intellectuals. 
Consequently, Castro’s movement grew 
as people hoped for an end to corruption, 
political upheaval, and revolutionary vio- 
lence. Those people were soon to be sorely 
disappointed. 

During the late 1950s, after Castro had 
begun his revolutionary activities in the 
mountains of southeastern Cuba and up 
until Castro grabbed the reins of power, 
two men served as U.S. ambassadors to 
Cuba: Arthur Gardner, who served from 
1953 to 1957, and Earl T. Smith, who 
served from 1957 to 1959. In testimony 
before the U.S. Senate Internal Secu- 
rity Subcommittee, Ambassador Gardner 
declared on August 27, 1960 that “U.S. 
Government agencies and the U.S. press 
played a major role in bringing Castro to 
power.” He also testified that Castro was 
receiving illegal arms shipments from the 
United States, about which our govern- 
ment was aware, while, at the same time, 
the U.S. government halted arms sales to 
Batista, even halting shipments of arms for 
which the Cuban government had already 
paid. Senator Thomas J. Dodd asked if 
Gardner believed that the U.S. State De- 
partment “was anxious to replace Batista 
with Castro,” to which he answered, “I 
think they were.” 

Ambassador Earl T. Smith testified be- 
fore the same committee on August 30, 
1960. He declared in his testimony that, 
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“Without the United States, Castro would 
not be in power today.” Smith wrote a let- 
ter to the editor of the New York Times in 
September 1979 in connection with the 
communist revolution in Nicaragua that 
put the Sandinista regime in power. Smith 
wished to illustrate how forces within the 
U.S. government brought both ultra-leftist 
governments to power. He wrote: “After 
a few months as chief of mission [that is, 
as Ambassador to Cuba], it became obvi- 
ous to me that the Castro-led 26th of July 
movement embraced every element of 
radical political thought and terrorist in- 
clination in Cuba. The State Department 
consistently intervened ... to bring about 
the downfall of President Fulgencio Ba- 
tista, thereby making it possible for Fidel 
Castro to take over the Government of 
Cuba. The final coup in favor of Castro 
came on Dec. 17, 1958. On that date, in 
accordance with my instructions from the 
State Department, I personally conveyed 
to President Batista that the 
Department of State would 
view with skepticism any plan 
on his part, or any intention 
on his part, to remain in Cuba 
indefinitely. I had dealt him a 
mortal blow. He said in sub- 
stance: ‘You have intervened 
in behalf of the Castros, but I 
know it is not your doing and 
that you are only following out 
your instructions.’ Fourteen 
days later, on Jan. 1, 1959, the 
Government of Cuba fell.” 

In Ambassador Smith’s 
book, The Fourth Floor, he 
lists the many actions by the 
United States that led to the 
fall of the Batista government. 
Among these were suspending 
arms sales, halting the sale of 
replacement parts for military 
equipment, persuading other 
governments not to sell arms 
to Batista, and public state- 
ments that assisted Castro 
and sabotaged Batista. These 
actions and many others, he 
wrote, “had a devastating psy- 
chological effect upon those 
supporting the [pro-American, 
anti-Communist] government 
of Cuba.” 

Left-leaning journalists 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


Worth a thousa 


were as ubiquitous in the 1950s as they 
are today. One of these, New York Times 
reporter Herbert Matthews, interviewed 
Castro in February 1957, reporting that 
Castro “has strong ideas of liberty, democ- 
racy, social justice, the need to restore the 
Constitution, to hold elections.” Matthews 
went on to say that Castro was not only not 
a communist, but was definitely an anti- 
communist. That story, and other similar 
stories, created a myth that Fidel Castro 
was actually a friend of the United States 
and its way of life, that he was the “George 
Washington of Cuba” (as television enter- 
tainer and columnist Ed Sullivan called 
him), and that what he fought for was a 
program of mild agrarian reform, an end to 
corruption, and constitutional representa- 
tive government. The myth also claimed 
that after his victory in January 1959, he 
was driven into the arms of the USSR by 
the uncooperative and even hostile attitude 
of the United States. Curiously, that myth 


= 


nd words: President Obama stands at the José Marti 
Monument in Havana. Behind him is a gigantic mural of the Argentine 
terrorist and Marxist revolutionary Ernesto “Che” Guevara. 


is still repeated to this day. However, the 
truth about Castro is as far from that myth 
as possible, as we shall now see. 


Cuba officially established diplomatic 
ties with the Soviet Union in 1943, during 
the Second World War. Among the func- 
tionaries of the Soviet staff sent to Cuba 
was one Gumar W. Bashirov, an official 
of the NK VD, the Soviet secret police 
(later known as the KGB). Bashirov’s job 
was to recruit a group of Cuban youths 
who, over time, could be used to sub- 
vert Cuban society and thereby advance 
the cause of world communism. Among 
those almost immediately recruited was 
the young Fidel Castro. 

Castro himself admitted in an interview 
with leftist journalist Saul Landau that he 
had become a Marxist when, as a student, 
he first read the Communist Manifesto. 
For that reason he willingly became a 
Soviet agent in 1943, when he 
was only 17 years of age. After 
the Soviet conquest of East- 
ern Europe in 1944-45, some 
of Bashirov’s young recruits 
were sent to Czechoslovakia 
for training. But the Soviets 
forbade Castro himself from 
joining the Communist Party or 
any communist front organiza- 
tions so that he would remain 
untainted by such associations. 
Instead, they placed him in 
reserve, saving him for future 
eventualities. We see, there- 
fore, that Fidel Castro was a 
Communist and a Soviet agent 
long before he took power in 
1959. 

Fidel Castro’s younger 
brother, Raul Castro, also a 
committed communist since 
his student days, was (and is), 
if anything, even more uncom- 
promisingly doctrinaire than 
Fidel. As a young man he was a 
member of the Socialist Youth, 
a part of the Cuban Communist 
party, then operating under the 
name Partido Socialista Popu- 
lar. In February 1953, Raul 
flew to Vienna to participate in 
the Communist World Youth 
Congress. After the Congress, 
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he was given a grand tour of several So- 
viet Bloc countries — Romania, Hungary, 
and Czechoslovakia — further cementing 
in place his devotion to the Communist 
cause. It was during that trip that he met 
Soviet KGB agent Nikolai Leonov, who 
assured him of Soviet cooperation in the 
upcoming struggle in Cuba. He conferred 
again with Leonov during his exile in 
Mexico in 1955. 

It is no exaggeration to call Raul Cas- 
tro a ruthless, psychopathic killer. During 
his exile in Mexico and the period in the 
Sierra Maestra mountains, he was placed 
in charge of discipline over his fellow 
guerrilla fighters. That position required 
the execution of anyone suspected of col- 
laboration with Batista’s security forces, 
usually by a bullet in the back of the head. 
Raul personally did the executing, a job 


he was quite pleased to perform. Upon 
the triumph of the revolution in January 
1959, Raul was placed in charge of hunt- 
ing down all former officials of Batista’s 
police and military forces. When captured, 
these men were hauled before a Soviet- 
style revolutionary tribunal, convicted, 
and promptly executed by firing squad. 
Raul supervised that operation. The killing 
was soon expanded to include all opposi- 
tion forces, any individual opponents of 
the regime, and potential opponents. Tens 
of thousands, according to some estimates, 
were executed. 

The late Professor R. J. Rummel con- 
cluded that up to 33,000 had been executed 
by 1987. The death toll — impossible to 
verify — may well be even higher. Some 
estimates go as high as 200,000! Were it 
not for the fact that 1.2 million Cubans 


Friend or foe? President Obama is seen here meeting with Cuban dissidents at the U.S. Embassy 
in Havana. Several were highly critical of Obama’s new openness toward Cuba, saying that it 
would cause Castro to increase repression. 
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“voted with their feet” by leaving the is- 
land, most of them coming to the United 
States, the numbers executed would have 
been vastly greater. So Rat Castro, now 
dictator of Cuba since Fidel’s retirement, 
has never made a secret of his enthusiastic 
embrace of Marxism and of the systematic 
butchery that inevitably accompanies that 
ideology. Moreover, in December 2014, 
Castro assured his National Assembly 
that in no circumstances would Cuba re- 
nounce its communist system. Yet, despite 
his murderous reputation and his fanatical 
devotion to communism, President Obama 
says, “I don’t think he is an ideologue.” 
One can only marvel at such naiveté — or 
whatever it is. 


Besides the mass killings, what has com- 
munism brought the Cuban people? Apol- 
ogists for socialism sing hymns of praise 
for the Cuban medical system, which they 
tout as a model for the world. But reality 
is drastically different from Left-liberal 
propaganda. What we know about Cuba’s 
socialist healthcare system we know pri- 
marily from the reports of refugees who 
have fled the island nation and from tour- 
ists who have visited Cuba in recent years. 

In July 2007, Jay Nordlinger, a journal- 
ist with National Review, published an 
exposé of the Cuban medical system in 
response to the film Sicko made by leftist 
activist Michael Moore. In that film, the 
American medical system is portrayed un- 
favorably in comparison with the Cuban 
system, which supposedly is among the 
best in the world. According to Moore, 
Cubans receive the finest care possible 
and it is all completely free. But, as Nord- 
linger points out, Moore is perpetuating 
a myth that, though much beloved by the 
Left, is as fictional as a Jules Verne ad- 
venture novel. 

So does Cuba actually have a good 
healthcare system? Sort of. It has an ex- 
cellent system if one happens to be in the 
upper echelons of the Communist Party, 
a high-ranking officer in the military, one 
of the elite among approved artists and 
writers, or a tourist with a wallet full of 
hard cash. That is so because the Cuban 
healthcare system, like that in the old So- 
viet Union, is multi-layered. 

Nordlinger writes that the very top layer 
is for medical tourists who are prepared to 
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Fudging the numbers: Cuba maintains a low infant-mortality rate by closely monitoring 
pregnancies and by immediately aborting those pregnancies where any difficulties or 
abnormalities appear. 


pay in hard currency for elective surgeries 
such as facelifts, tummy tucks, or breast 
implants. These procedures are performed 
at cut-rate prices to attract customers from 
the Free World. Here, everything is com- 
pletely up to modern standards, as good as 
any healthcare system in the world. 

The next level is for the favored classes 
within Cuba’s supposedly classless soci- 
ety, what the Russians used to call the “no- 
menklatura,” the bigwigs. Here the stan- 
dards, the equipment, the supplies, and the 
medical staff are, like the medical tourist 
facilities, superlative. 

Finally, we have the level for the aver- 
age Cuban citizen. Here, the hospitals and 
clinics are a shambles, grossly unsanitary, 
without modern equipment, and without 
even the most basic amenities. Patients 
wait in long lines, and all but the simplest 
procedures are rationed. Modern equip- 
ment is nonexistent. People admitted to 
a hospital are expected to bring their own 
bed sheets, pillow, soap, towels, toilet 
paper, light bulbs, and food. Actual care is 
minimal, and even the most ordinary medi- 
cations such as aspirin and antibiotics are 
extremely scarce. Doctors sometimes must 
reuse latex gloves and hypodermic nee- 
dles. One consequence of Cuba’s wretch- 
ed healthcare system is the reappearance 
in significant numbers of such diseases as 
leprosy, tuberculosis, and typhoid fever — 
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diseases long ago eliminated or substan- 
tially controlled in all but the most under- 
developed regions of the world. 

Cuba prides itself on its very low infant- 
mortality rate, since that statistic is looked 
upon throughout the world as a type of 
benchmark indicative of the overall state 
of medical care in a country. Prior to Cas- 
tro, Cuba ranked 13th lowest in the entire 
world in infant mortality, which was better 
than in some countries in Western Europe. 
Healthcare was reasonably modern at that 
time. Cuba still ranks very low in infant 
mortality, something that is a bit of a sur- 
prise in a country where medical facilities 
are so primitive compared with the past. 
How does Cuba do it? Nordlinger writes 
that pregnancies are very closely monitored 
and emphasis is placed on prenatal and in- 
fant care. However, should there be the 
slightest sign of difficulty or abnormality, 
the pregnancy is immediately terminated. 
Consequently, Cuba has an extraordinarily 
high rate of abortions, which is how they 
manage to keep the infant-mortality rate so 
low. Incidentally, the infant-mortality rate 
is based on the deaths of children under a 
year old. Aborting, that is killing, an unborn 
baby does not count as an infant death. 

Cuba has an abundance of medical doc- 
tors, yet within its healthcare system there 
is a shortage. Why? Cuba sends hundreds 
of doctors abroad to friendly countries and 
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advertises this as a humanitarian gesture. 
Michael Moore refers to it as an example 
of Castro’s “generosity.” The truth is, 
however, that the effort is purely merce- 
nary since Cuba receives payment for this 
“humanitarianism” to the tune of several 
billion dollars in hard currency per year. 

It has been almost nine years since 
Nordlinger’s piece was published and it is 
fair to ask if since that time there has been 
any improvement in Cuba’s healthcare 
system. Argentine journalist Belén Marty 
visited Cuba last year. While there she was 
able, with the assistance of a Cuban friend, 
to tour a typical Cuban healthcare facility 
in Havana, dressed as an ordinary Cuban 
citizen. She was warned not to speak at all 
since her Argentine accent would instantly 
give her away. Her experiences verify all 
that was published in Nordlinger’s article 
and show that, far from improving in the 
last decade, Cuban medicine has contin- 
ued to deteriorate. Marty noticed at once 
the shabbiness of the hospital and that 
the “scarce equipment available gave the 
building the appearance of a makeshift 
medical camp, rather than a hospital in the 
nation’s capital.” Worse still was that “the 
only working bathroom in the entire hos- 
pital had only one toilet. The door didn’t 
close, so you had to go with people outside 
watching. Toilet paper was nowhere to be 
found, and the floor was far from clean.” 
Most shocking was that “biological waste 
[was] discarded in a regular trash can.” 

Some in Cuba and even some American 
Left-liberals claim that the U.S. embargo 
against Cuba is responsible for any defi- 
ciencies in Cuba’s healthcare system and 
living standards. But in answer to this it 
must be remembered that most of the rest 
of the world does trade with Cuba. 

Dr. Jose Azel, a Cuban exile and se- 
nior scholar at the Institute for Cuban and 
Cuban-American Studies at the University 
of Miami, writes in his book Mafana in 
Cuba: “Currently over 190 nations engage 
economically and politically with Cuba 
while the United States remains alone in 
enforcing its economic sanctions policy. 
If indeed U.S. policy is deemed as one 
case of failure to change the nature of the 
Cuban government, there are 190 cases of 
failure on the same grounds. By a prepon- 
derance of evidence (190 to 1) the case can 
be made that engagement with that regime 
has been a dismal failure.” 
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Posters, which like this one blanketed Havana for President Obama’s visit, place the American 
president and the Cuban dictator side by side, suggesting that they are equally legitimate and 


morally equivalent. 


In other words, the influence of Cuba’s 
190 trading partners has done nothing to 
move the regime in the direction of freedom 
or seriously to improve living conditions 
in the country. Consequently, why should 
we believe that our embargo, if repealed, 
would accomplish anything substantial in- 
sofar as the betterment of the Cuban people 
is concerned? What we must not do is re- 
ward a murderous and criminal regime with 
the same diplomatic and economic advan- 
tages that we allow to friendly governments 
throughout the world. The embargo, in any 
case, is not responsible for Cuba’s squalid 
medical facilities. Cuba lacks the resourc- 
es to provide modern healthcare because 
socialism destroys the wealth of a coun- 
try, just as genuine free enterprise creates 
wealth in abundance. 

How do workers fare in the Cuban 
“workers’ state”? Unlike the United 
States, there is, of course, no freedom 
of speech, no freedom of assembly, no 
free press, no right to strike to improve 
one’s working conditions, no free bar- 
gaining for workers, and no independent 
labor unions. The only labor union, the 
Central de Trabajadores de Cuba, is an 
appendage of the Communist Party. In 
theory, workers work a 48-hour week, but 
are heavily pressured to work additional 
hours without pay as a contribution to the 
success of socialism. The average income 
in Cuba is roughly $20 to $30 per month, 
the lowest in the Western Hemisphere, 
but this low pay is partly offset by subsi- 
dized rent, food, and utilities. Hence sur- 
vival is possible, but only barely. Cubans 
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employed by foreign firms are paid many 
times that received by other Cubans, but 
are taxed by the government at the rate 
of 92 percent, retaining only eight per- 
cent of what they earn. This is done, the 
government explains, to assure equality 
among all Cuban workers. 

Rather than the workers’ paradise Cas- 
tro claimed it would become, Cuba is a 
country of enforced universal poverty, 
a place where workers have little or no 
chance to improve their economic status, a 
place where the social mobility of the past 
is but a dream. Therefore, the dismal state 
in which most of the Cuban people find 
themselves is fixed, with no possibility 
for improvement, as long as communism 
remains in power. 

But this stark reality went unacknowl- 
edged by President Obama during his trip 
to Cuba last month. In fact, Obama used 
the occasion to heap praise upon Cuba 
under communism. 

During a joint press conference with 
Cuban dictator Raul Castro on March 21 
in Havana, Obama, speaking on behalf 
of his country, claimed that “the United 
States recognizes progress that Cuba has 
made as a nation, its enormous achieve- 
ments in education 
and in health care.” 
He went on to claim: 
“President Castro 
I think has pointed 
out that, in his view, 
making sure that ev- 
erybody is getting a 
decent education or 
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health care, has basic security in old age 
— that those things are human rights, as 
well. I personally would not disagree with 
him.” Of course, he failed to note that this 
fundamentally flawed view of “rights” 
entails forcibly taking from some in order 
to give to others. 

Two days later, talking to a group of 
young people in Buenos Aires, Argen- 
tina, Obama observed that “there’s been 
a sharp division between left and right, 
between capitalist and communist or so- 
cialist,” and that “those are interesting 
intellectual arguments.” However, he 
added, “For your generation, you should 
be practical and just choose from what 
works. You don’t have to worry about 
whether it neatly fits into socialist theory 
or capitalist theory — you should just de- 
cide what works.” 

And Obama claimed to have found much 
that works in Cuba. “Every child in Cuba 
gets a basic education — that’s a huge im- 
provement from where it was. Medical care 
— the life expectancy of Cubans is equiva- 
lent to the United States, despite it being a 
very poor country, because they have access 
to health care. That’s a huge achievement. 
They should be congratulated.” 

President Obama does at least ac- 
knowledge that the Cuban economy is 
not working and that there are human 
rights concerns — to put it mildly. Sup- 
posedly, through relaxed relations with 
the Cuban regime, he and his supporters 
seek gradually to soften the grim plight 
of the Cuban people and relax the iron 
fist of government oppression. But the 
regime itself insists that communism, and 
all that goes with that mode of rule, will 
remain unchanged. Obama’s visit to Cuba 
has brought prestige and honor to Castro 
and his totalitarian government and, most 
probably, will bring an increase in tour- 
ism and trade to prop up its dilapidated 
economy. In short, its aftermath will al- 
most surely be to make the regime’s tight 
hold on the Cuban people even tighter. 
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WHAT SCIENCE SAYS 


ABOUT THE EXISTENCE OF GOD 


Eternal universe? Some scientists contend that the building blocks of © a 
the universe have existed forever. Not only is there no proot of this, but ~~) 
some philosophers ask, “If there really were an infinite past, how could 

we reach the present time — because we could never reach a point 


where we would begin counting forward?” 


It is often stated not only that religion and science are not compatible, but that science 
disproves God's existence. We explain what science does show. 


by Kurt Williamsen 


he second chapter of Carlos Cal- 
le’s book The Universe: Order 
Without Design makes clear Cal- 


le’s disdain for religious explanations of 
natural events: 


Mythological tales that attempt to 
explain the universe can be found in 
most prescientific societies. The Mi- 
noan, Chinese, Norse, Celtic, Indian, 
and Mayan cultures all weaved myths 
to explain the universe that they ob- 
served.... Still other tales, such as the 
Genesis account, detail in an anthro- 
pomorphic way the creation of the 
Earth, the sky, the sun, the moon, the 
stars, the living creatures, and finally, 
the human race. 


Famed cosmologist Stephen Hawking 
begins his video documentary Grand De- 
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sign, about the beginnings of the universe, 
ina similar manner, telling about the igno- 
rant Norse and their religious beliefs. 
Derision is typical of arguments given 
against there being a god. Usually, the 
arguments are premised on the idea that, 
scientifically speaking, it is not logical for 
a god to exist: No scientific test has proven 
the existence of God. If God existed, and 
if He is all good as Christians postulate, 
why would He let bad things happen — 
especially to His followers? Also, the uni- 
verse is a very inhospitable place that is, 
as far as we know, almost entirely devoid 
of intelligent life, and that fact calls into 
question the idea of some sort of grand 
plan: Why would a god create an entire 
universe to merely have one speck in the 
universe — Earth — suitable for a life- 
form such as man? Moreover, invisible be- 
ings — such as God, leprechauns, elves, 
and nymphs — must be imaginary and 
mythical because to exist they would have 


to be outside of space and time. And since 
science can explain how nearly everything 
came into being since the “big bang,” even 
explaining the formation of intelligent life 
without a supreme being, it is likely that 
everything happened by chance, rather 
than being guided by a god. 


Matters of Math and Matter 

For those who do believe in God, it may 
come as a shock, but religious arguments 
— such as Scripture says, or the Koran 
says — are, objectively speaking, among 
the least compelling for convincing others 
of God’s existence. This is true because 
those books are essentially history texts 
that transmit morals, and anyone who has 
a different set of morals (or doesn’t believe 
the history) will tune out the message as 
inconsequential. So if one wants to try to 
prove that God exists, one should rely on 
known facts to build a case for the existence 
of God. The question is, “Is this possible?” 
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SCIENCE 


Theists contend that there is a god that is Outside 
space and time, while atheists assert that not only can 
a physical object exist without ever being created, it 
can exist forever. One SeeMs as improbable as the 
other — and as likely as the other. 


Atheists, especially those who consider 
themselves scientific, would say that it’s 
not. So let us see. 

The primary argument that theists — 
those who believe in the existence of God 
— often first argue is that the simple fact 
that there is physical matter at all confirms 
the existence of God, because a tangible 
thing cannot come into being without it 
being created in the first place. (In reli- 
gious-speak, this is the “first cause” argu- 
ment: If one can explain everything back 
to the Big Bang, yet cannot explain what 
caused everything, the universe is still 
unexplained.) In response, some atheists 
contend that matter has always existed 
and that theists cannot prove otherwise. 
As well, some non-believers argue that it 
is as equally valid to ask theists where God 
came from as it is to ask non-believers 
where matter came from. 

Here, both sides present arguments 
based on phenomena that are scientifically 
inexplicable. Theists contend that there is 
a god that is outside space and time, while 
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atheists assert that not only can a physi- 
cal object exist without ever being created 
(without causation), it can exist forever. 
One seems as improbable as the other — 
and as likely as the other. 

To get around this logical conundrum, 
some scientists postulate that there re- 
ally wasn’t matter at all before the “big 
bang”; before the big bang was an era 
ruled by quantum gravity (in which grav- 
ity ceases to have an attractive force be- 
tween particles), in which familiar space 
and time and particles are replaced by a 
nebulous mass of some more fundamen- 
tal unknown something, something out of 
which space and time and particles can 
emerge — somehow. Stephen Hawking 
goes a step further, claiming in Grand 
Design that everything literally spontane- 
ously formed from nothing other than the 
laws of physics. He believes that since 
the universe is presently equal parts posi- 
tive energy and negative energy, which 
when combined equal nothing, that the 
existence of everything can be attributed 


Pain, people, and God: Religious 
individuals are often mocked because 
God is “unscientific” and because bad 
things happen in the world. But if God 
literally stopped all bad events, there 
would not be such things as wrong and 
right, leaving humans no opportunity to 
do good, as well as morally stunted. 


to an infinitesimally small, incredibly 
dense black hole, which packed nothing- 
ness together so tightly that it exploded 
and tore nothingness into positive and 
negative energy, which are the building 
blocks of matter. Since scientists have 
calculated that the density of a black hole 
can be so great that it literally stops time, 
Hawking believes that literally there was 
no time, no space, no anything before the 
big bang (though apparently there was 
an infinitely large vacuum that laymen 
might term “outer space”). 

Though mass and energy are indeed 
interchangeable at the quantum level — 
at the smallest levels, energy can become 
mass and mass become energy — these ex- 
planations merely create other questions: 
“If matter was static in a nebulous mass 
from eternity, why would it begin expand- 
ing a finite time ago (and, again, where did 
the particles of the nebulous mass come 
from)?” Or in Hawking’s case, “How can 
a black hole form from nothing, since 
black holes are believed to form around 
extremely dense, solid matter (around a 
something), and isn’t the vacuum of space 
a physical entity, and where did the laws of 
physics come from?” All told, the conten- 
tions that the universe came from an un- 
identifiable quantum state or that it came 
from nothingness packed into a super- 
dense mass are unsatisfying explanations 
to resolve the theists’ questions. 

The second-most-used logical argu- 
ment to prove the existence of God also 
contends that a non-belief in God relies 
on tremendous faith, a faith beyond what 
it takes to believe in God. It is the math- 
ematical argument. 

The mathematical argument says, in 
a nutshell, that God must exist because 
there have been happenings in the uni- 
verse that were so unlikely to have 
happened via chance — the odds were 
astoundingly bad — that the most logi- 
cal way to explain their occurrence is to 
deem them to have been the result of an 
intelligent plan. This type of argument is 
often described using the airplane-in-a- 
junkyard analogy, which says that to be- 
lieve that something happened by chance 
against such astounding odds is like be- 
lieving that a tornado can sweep through 
a junkyard and assemble the parts into a 
fully functioning 747 airplane — if only 
once in a great while. 
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Fine-tuned for Life? 
The most persuasive mathematical argu- 
ment used to prove there is a god is the 
“fine-tuning argument,” which essentially 
says that life in a universe can only occur 
if the physical parameters of the universe 
are very similar to how they actually are 
in our universe; even small changes would 
mean no life was possible, indicating the 
presence of a guiding hand. 

The basic claim of the fine-tuning 
argument, which claims that for human 
life-forms to have appeared on Earth an 
incredible number of happy coincidences 
needed to happen, finds very little con- 
troversy. Hawking said about the uni- 
verse: “The laws of science, as we know 
them at present, contain many fundamen- 
tal numbers, like the size of the electric 
charge of the electron and the ratio of the 
masses of the proton and electron.... The 
remarkable fact is that the values of these 
numbers seem to have been very finely 
adjusted to make possible the develop- 
ment of life.” 

Equally luminous astrophysicist Martin 
Rees listed in his book Before the Begin- 
ning: Our Universe and Others some of 
the areas where the conditions need to be 


just right: 


For life to emerge, the local condi- 
tions must be “right”; but the entire 
universe must be propitious as well. 
The physical laws must allow atoms 
to combine into complex molecules 
in an environment warmed by a 
stable star. There must be sufficient 
expanses of space and time for stars 
to evolve, and for their nuclear waste 
to be recycled into a new generation 
of stars, some with attendant planets. 
These are stringent demands: they 
would not be fulfilled in a “typical” 
universe. 


On the other hand, the conclusion the- 
ists draw from the fine-tuning argument 
— which goes like this: Since the odds 
of a life-sustaining universe happening 
by chance are infinitesimally small, logic 
demands that the universe was made by 
an intelligent being with a plan — has re- 
ceived Jots of criticism. 

Non-believers attack this assumption 
about fine-tuning from different angles, 
which we’ll address one at a time: 
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Equations equal life: Stephen Hawking claims that the laws of physics created the universe, but 


AP Images 


Dean L. Overman noted, “The laws of physics are ... mere equations and do not explain why a 
physical world exists at all” — let alone how the universe could be capable of generating life. 


The universe is not fine-tuned for life, but 
life is fine-tuned for the universe: This is 
basically saying that “life will find a way”: 
No matter how the universe came out of 
the big bang, life would find a way to 
exist. It’s fait accompli. 

But life in a universe is more than a 
little tenuous. 

Some variables in a universe’s parame- 
ters, if changed, could virtually extinguish 
the chance that life of any type would form 
anywhere. For instance, stars as we know 
them, which are made of two of the light- 
est elements, hydrogen and helium, would 
likely not be possible if the nuclear force 
— the force binding protons and neutrons 
in the atomic nuclei— were slightly stron- 
ger than it is, because all the hydrogen 
would likely have been consumed in the 
first few minutes after the big bang. An- 
other is that if the amount of matter and 
the density of the universe were greater, 
the universe would re-collapse on itself 
before it could cool, not providing life an 
environment to form, and if the universe 
were less dense, having too little matter, it 
would expand so quickly that there would 
not be time for planets and planetary sys- 
tems to form, likely eliminating, at least, 
the chance for any intelligent life to form. 
And so on. 

Also, the argument is somewhat coun- 
terintuitive: If the constituent parts of the 


universe have, as atheists believe, indeed 
existed forever and life can “find a way 
to exist” under most any circumstance or 
situation, wouldn’t God have logically 
found a way to exist? 

In defense of their position, atheists 
often claim that life in the universe could 
possibly form from several elements on 
the periodic table, not just carbon, making 
the likelihood of life in any long-lived uni- 
verse manifold greater. The website The 
Daily Galaxy explains: 


Because carbon has worked for the 
conditions on Earth, we speculate 
that the same must be true through- 
out the Universe. In reality, there are 
many elements that could potentially 
do the trick. Even counter-intuitive 
elements such as arsenic may be 
capable of supporting life under the 
right conditions... 

Sulfur is capable of forming long- 
chain molecules like carbon. Some 
terrestrial bacteria have already been 
discovered to survive on sulfur rather 
than oxygen, by reducing sulfur to 
hydrogen sulfide. 


Even water may not be necessary for the 
formation of life. 

But even ignoring the fact that the vast 
majority of cosmologists believe that it 
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is very unlikely life in a universe would 
form from any other element than carbon, 
several factors diminish the persuasive- 
ness of the contention that life would 
come about “no matter what.” First is the 
fact that though the Earth has the elements 
that have been suggested as possible re- 
placements for carbon — such as silicon, 
nitrogen, and phosphorous — and these 
elements exist on Earth often in large 
quantities in places covering a gamut of 
conditions of heat, cold, pressure, and 
oxygen content, no life that we know of 
has evolved from them. As well, the most 
bandied element to replace carbon — sili- 
con — does not in nature often exist in a 
form that would allow life to come from 
it. Because silicon readily reacts with oxy- 
gen — which commonly exists in the uni- 
verse — hence forming sand and rocks, it 
isn’t a likely source of life. 

It’s no miracle that the universe is “fine- 
tuned”’; seemingly highly unlikely events 
happen every day: Here it is postulated 
that what on the surface seem to be monu- 
mental odds against life in the universe are 
really the result of not seeing the situation 
from the correct perspective. 

For instance, atheists have claimed 
that ending up with life in the universe is 
comparable to an individual being born: If 
one’s parents, grandparents, great grand- 
parents, etc., did anything significantly 
different in their lives, you would not 
exist. If one of them was sick on the day 
he actually met his spouse or if one drank 
a little more or less alcohol that night or if 
one forebear decided to take a new job and 
had moved to a different state or simply 
had a bad day and was cranky and unap- 
proachable, etc., you would not exist. So 
your existence is utterly improbable and 
the culmination of stupendously unlikely 
odds — but here you are. 

Then there’s a similar one that says, 
suppose you drop $10 of pennies on the 
ground. The possible sequences of heads 


The argument is somewhat c 


For stars to shine: Cosmologist Martin Rees pointed out that in our universe, gravity is 
immensely weak — “1036 times weaker than the microphysical forces in a hydrogen atom”; if 
gravity were only 1,026 times weaker, “instead of living for 10 billion years, a typical star would 
live for about a year.” 


and tails is 2 to the 1,000th power, and 
so the odds against getting any resulting 
sequence is so low that for practical ap- 
plications we could consider it to be zero. 
Yet every time you drop the coins, the 
mathematically impossible happens, so 
the odds against a life-nurturing universe, 
while improbable, are not impossible. 

Or there’s the one that says there are 
trillions of places in the universe with dif- 
ferent conditions, so one was likely to be 
conducive to generating life. 

With each of the above, here again, there 
is seemingly overly simplistic reasoning. 
The first two cases above look at odds from 
the wrong angle. In the first case, while it is 
improbable that you as a unique individual 


sounterintuitive: If the 


constituent parts of the universe have, as atheists 
believe, indeed existed forever and life can “find a way 
to exist” under most any circumstance or situation, 
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wouldn't God Nave logically found a way to exist? 
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were born, it was very likely that your par- 
ents, grandparents, etc., were going to have 
kids, since most adults have children. In 
other words the odds of that event happen- 
ing were good. In the second case, while 
any given possible sequence of coins is 
nearly impossible to get, the odds of all the 
coins falling on their sides, not their edges, 
was virtually 100 percent — so the odds 
were good there too. In the last case, while 
it’s true that there are trillions of different 
regions in our universe, allowing the likeli- 
hood of a life-friendly place such as Earth 
to exist in this universe, the fine-tuning 
theory doesn’t dispute the fact that this uni- 
verse is life-friendly: It shows that any type 
of intelligent life quickly becomes impos- 
sible anywhere in other possible universes 
unless tight parameters are met. 

It should be obvious that the odds of 
a life-nurturing universe happening is 
not similar to the above examples. The 
above examples work backward from 
the culmination of a specific event to try 
to manufacture a scenario in which very 
likely events — such as a parent hav- 
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ing a child — seem nearly impossible, to 
make it seem as if truly unlikely things 
happen everyday. 

In reality, it only seems as if enormous- 
ly unlikely events happen regularly. Take 
gambling. The odds of winning the Mega- 
Millions lottery, which requires matching 
five out 75 balls drawn at random, plus 
matching one ball from a group of 15 
balls, is one out of 258,890,850. Statisti- 
cians often joke that the lottery is a game 
of chance for people who don’t understand 
math. (The only reason people regularly 
win such a game is because there are mil- 
lions of players, each playing different 
sequences of numbers, hence decreasing 
the odds against the group, not the odds 
against the individual.) With all of the 
things that must happen to achieve a life- 
nurturing universe and all the possible 
non-life-affirming variables, the odds of 
it coming about become so unlikely that 
they are as close to impossible as can 
be — odds so terrible that no one with a 
grasp of math would say they could hap- 
pen via luck. According to some people’s 
understanding of string theory, the number 
of possible universe configurations is ap- 
proximately 10°" (that’s a 1 followed by 
500 zeros). For perspective, there are only 
10°° elementary particles — the small- 
est measurable building blocks of mat- 
ter, such as quarks and leptons — in the 
observable universe. And as Carlos Calle 
said, “Only a tiny fraction of these ... uni- 
verses ends up with a cosmological con- 
stant that could give rise to a universe that 
could give rise to the existence of life.” 

Going back to the coin example above, 
say we marked each penny of our thou- 
sand pennies with a number, one through 
1,000, and after throwing them in the air, 
we recorded how each of our pennies 
landed, either heads or tails. Then we 
promise to pay any scientist in the world 
$10 million if we throw the pennies in the 
air again and they all land in the same se- 
quence as they did on the first throw — 
the catch being that they have to pay us 
$10 if the pennies do not land in the exact 
same sequence. Would we find any scien- 
tist in the world who would take this bet? 
I think not. Yet the odds of a life-tuned 
universe happening by chance are vastly 
less than those of having the pennies fall 
in sequence. 

Since the odds of a life-nurturing uni- 
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verse simply occurring are infinitesimally 
small, many theists (and scientists) make 
a logical supposition that an all-powerful 
being must have “tuned” the universe to 
allow it to contain life. 

At this point the outright denials of fine- 
tuning come into play. Those who criticize 
fine-tuning as a theory often posit, once 
again, that the odds against having a life- 
nurturing universe just aren’t that great. 
The difference being that in this case the 
arguments accuse fine-tuning advocates of 
trying to make facts fit their agenda. 

Victor Stenger — who was a particle 
physicist, author, and atheist — accused 
theists and others who accept fine-tuning 
of fudging facts, specifically making it 
seem as if a life-nurturing universe is near- 
ly impossible by unreasonably examining 
only one of the criteria that determine the 
likelihood of a life-nurturing universe at 
a time, such as the strength of gravity or 
the rate of expansion of the universe after 
the big bang or something else. He said 
that if one merely changes more than one 
parameter at a time, the chances for life in 
a universe go up dramatically: 


Changes in other parameters may 
compensate for the change in a se- 
lected parameter, allowing more 
room for a viable, liveable universe 
than might otherwise be suspected. 


We and others have concluded that 
the so-called fine-tuning is not as fine 
as has been advertised. 


However, he seems to have been simply 
wrong. Physicists generally do vary the 
parameters, changing more than one a 
time, and they still come out with a fine- 
tuned universe. 

As mentioned earlier, there are also cos- 
mologic theories such as Stephen Hawk- 
ing’s that suggest how creation could be 
explained without God. There are four 
main theories in this category, which are 
explained in Carlos Calle’s book The Uni- 
verse: Order Without Design. But each of 
these theories is no more than a hypothesis 
based upon what is mathematically pos- 
sible, not probable. (For more details on 
the cosmologic theories, see the article on 
page 27.) 

Also adding to the case that fine-tuning 
is so much more than coincidence is the 
fact that cosmologists can describe the 
universe and its contents using relatively 
simple and beautiful mathematics, even 
making predictions about the makeup of 
the universe that can be tested against, and 
explain a lot of, empirical data. 

As to making predictions about the 
makeup of the universe based on math, 
the search for answers to the universe’s 
rhythms assumes that everything is logi- 


Planets’ paths: |f a planet slowed down and gravity in the universe were just a tiny bit stronger 
than it is, it would spiral down into the stars, rather than merely move to a smaller orbit. Some 
see this “coincidence” as evidence of fine-tuning by God. 
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The search for answers to the universe's rhythms 
assumes that everything is logically ordered, hence 
using math to predict such things as the existence of 
black holes and subatomic particles. If the universe 
were not designed, why would anyone expect that it 
would be predictable, rather than random? 


cally ordered, hence using math to predict 
such things as the existence of black holes 
and subatomic particles. If the universe 
were not designed, why would anyone 
expect that it would be predictable, rather 
than random? 

As to beauty, as Dean L. Overman 
notes in his book A Case for the Existence 
of God, just as a symphony is not just a 
bunch of instruments playing at one time, 
the math that describes the universe is 
not just a jumble of random numbers and 
equations: 


Physics Nobel laureates Paul Dirac 
and Richard Feynman were convinced 
that mathematical truth can be recog- 
nized by its beauty. Beauty points 
toward truth. Dirac was more con- 
cerned with the beauty in an equation 


than whether the equation matched an 
empirical experiment because he had 
discovered that beauty was a more ac- 
curate indicator of truth. He credited 
his sense of beauty with allowing him 
to find the equation for an electron, 
that ... forms the basic foundation for 
the very successful field of quantum 
electrodynamics. 


And just as a beautiful symphony is the 
result of carefully and artistically choreo- 
graphed noise, the math of the universe 
seems artfully arranged. 


Evolution of Everything 

The apparent second-most-used math- 
ematical argument used to prove the ex- 
istence of God is the evolution argument. 
There are several variations to this argu- 


universe occurring by chance, yet he uses statistical odds in his book The Blind Watchmaker to prove 
that rival ideas to evolution, dubbed “molecular drive” and “mutationism,” must be incorrect. 
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ment, but the argument at its base pro- 
fesses that macro-evolution — evolution 
in which life spontaneously erupts from 
inanimate matter and then morphs from 
one species into another — has never been 
witnessed and has no definitive proof in 
the fossil record, so it is essentially more 
of a hypothesis than a proven theory. And 
even if it were true, the odds against life 
happening by accident, without the guid- 
ance of God, are so tiny that it is realisti- 
cally impossible. 

To understand the theists’ arguments, 
one must first have a basic understand- 
ing of how most evolutionists believe life 
came to exist on Earth. 

According to the theory now in vogue, 
approximately four to 4.5 billion years 
ago, shortly after Earth formed, it was in 
a shooting gallery, hit by asteroids and 
meteors, one after another, and this galac- 
tic shower deposited the organics needed 
for life to form, including CO, and water. 
Three and a half to four billion years ago, 
the Earth had oceans and a primitive at- 
mosphere believed to consist mainly of 
carbon dioxide, carbon monoxide, and 
nitrogen. At the time, volcanoes, which 
were probably common because the Earth 
was still hot from its formation, added 
hydrogen and methane gases to the mix, 
gases that turned into amino acids — the 
building blocks of proteins — when they 
were subjected to an electric charge from 
lightning. (Lab tests done as early as the 
1950s show that these gases do, in fact, 
turn into amino acids after being subjected 
to electricity.) The amino acids either then 
rained down into the oceans or sat in tidal 
pools near volcanoes. The amino acids 
subsequently linked, owing to chemical 
processes or the great energy generated 
by asteroid collisions with Earth, into 
chains called peptides. And these pep- 
tides bumped into each other in this “pri- 
mordial soup” for millions of years until 
just the right combination of bits some- 
how linked together (no one knows how) 
to form a self-replicating entity that was 
the precursor to life. This self-replicating 
entity morphed into bacteria via natural 
selection, including creating cyanobacte- 
ria, which use photosynthesis for energy, 
hence oxygenating the planet and allow- 
ing organisms to cover the land. Evolution 
— repeated slight mutations in the genetic 
code over thousands of millions of years, 
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Human and egg: Geneticists predicted they could find in the human genome a deactivated gene 
— called a pseudogene — identical to a gene that allows chickens to create yolks. Since they 
found it, where they predicted it would be, they claim chickens and people have similar ancestry. 


magnified by geographic isolation of spe- 
cies — then led eventually to us: humans. 
Atheist biologist Richard Dawkins, who 
is both infamous for his ranting, poorly 
thought-out verbal attacks against the re- 
ligious and religions in books such as The 
God Delusion and famous for arguing ra- 
tionally the case for evolution in The Blind 
Watchmaker, claims in the latter book that 
we can roughly calculate the odds of non- 
living material spontaneously springing 
forth into life (since it apparently took 
nearly a billion years for bacteria to inhab- 
it our planet and since no other intelligent 
lifeforms have contacted us from space). 
He says that the odds are somewhere be- 
tween once in a universe, and once in a 
solar system, adding that just because the 
odds are very poor, that doesn’t mean it 
can’t happen. Everything, according to 
him, falls within a range of possibilities of 
happening — from very likely happenings 
to astoundingly unlikely ones — includ- 
ing such events as a cow jumping over the 
moon or having a marble statue wave its 
arm. And everything on that scale could 
theoretically happen, if we simply wait 
long enough. So we should not be sur- 
prised if something very improbable hap- 
pens, such as the spontaneous formation 
of life from non-living material. The fact 
that life is here, to him, proves that it can 
spontaneously erupt. He dismisses any in- 
volvement of God in the formation of life 
by deeming God as more implausible than 
the spontaneous eruption of life. 
Evolutionists such as Dawkins support 
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their theory with some compelling evi- 
dence, including evidence of an old Earth; 
computer programs showing to what ex- 
tent life could evolve (given small genetic 
changes and enough time); fossils that 
show evolutionary transitions over time; 
test-tube experiments wherein RNA very 
quickly mutates to adapt to poisons; exam- 
ples of evident animal and plant lineages 
resulting from evolution (such as the abun- 
dance of marsupials in Australia versus on 
other continents); the sheer fact that there 
were animals on isolated landmasses such 
as Australia, despite supposedly dying in 
Noah’s flood; similarities, differences, and 
“mistakes” in organ development, such as 
lensless eyes in nautilus — a relative of the 
octopus — and the four-headed male sex 
organ in the echidna, a mammal similar to 
a platypus; successes in breeding dogs and 
horses in a few generations to vary in size 
from tiny to enormous; the fact that God 
would not intentionally make cruel beings, 
such as wasps whose eggs are laid in liv- 
ing caterpillars so that the wasp’s larvae 
can eat it alive; layers of sediment in the 
oceans going back millions of years that 
contain diatoms that slowly change over 
time through the layers; etc. 

But perhaps the most compelling evi- 
dence brought forth to support evolution 
is genetic evidence. For instance, sci- 
entists use molecular sequence-reading 
techniques to examine DNA and find, 
in animals believed to have come from 
a common ancestor, that species indeed 
do have large chunks of DNA in common 


— implying heredity. As well, what is ex- 
pected to be found in species if evolution 
is true is found. Lawrence M. Krauss ex- 
plains a finding about “the prediction of 
a genetic relationship between the great 
apes and humans via a common ances- 
tor” that few in the Christian biology 
community would dispute: 


Humans have twenty-three pairs of 
chromosomes, where all great apes 
have twenty-four pairs. If they have 
a common ancestor, this difference 
must be explained. One possibility 
is that two of the chromosomes in 
the great apes fused together at some 
point in the human lineage. But this 
makes two testable predictions. Each 
chromosome has a characteristic 
end, called a telomere, and a distinc- 
tive central part, called a centromere. 
If fusion had occurred, then one of 
the human chromosomes should, in 
its central region, include remnants 
of two fused telomeres, lined up end 
to end. It also should have, roughly 
a quarter and three-quarters of the 
way along the chromosome, a struc- 
ture identical to that of the great-ape 
chromosomes. This prediction, tested 
in the laboratory today ... has been 
beautifully verified. 


On the other side of the divide, the theists 
who postulate that life-forms as we know 
them did not come about by chance and 
that God himself molded each creature — 
people usually deemed “creationists” or 
believers of “intelligent design” — argue 
that evolution is not possible or logical. 
They make their case by trying to poke 
holes in evolutionary theory. 

To start, they begin with the first evo- 
lutionary life, claiming that even the sim- 
plest conceivable self-replicating organ- 
ism would still be extremely complex and 
far too difficult to create by chance. James 
F. Coppedge says in Evolution — Possible 
or Impossible?: 


Dr. Harold J. Morowitz of Yale Uni- 
versity has done extensive research 
for the National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration to discover the 
theoretical limits for the simplest free- 
living thing which could duplicate it- 
self, or, technically, the minimal bio- 
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Creationists claim that if complex organs really came 
about because of advantageous micro-mutational 
changes, considering the fact that most mutations 
are disadvantageous and that the sheer number of 
positive mutations necessary to effect the changes 
would have had to have been huge, there simply 
wasn't time enough for the changes to occur. 


logical entity capable of autonomous 
self-replication. He took into consid- 
eration the minimum operating equip- 
ment needed and the space it would 
require. Also, attention was given to 
electrical properties and to the hazards 
of thermal motion. From these impor- 
tant studies, the conclusion is that the 
smallest such theoretical entity would 
require 239 or more individ- 
ual protein molecules. 

This is not very much 
simpler than the small- 
est actually known au- 
tonomous living organism, 
which is the minuscule, 
bacteria-like Mycoplasma 
hominis H39. It has around 
600 different kinds of pro- 
teins. From present scien- 
tific knowledge, there is no 
reason to believe that any- 
thing smaller ever existed. 


He adds that if it is “pre- 
sumed that this minimal the- 
oretical cell would in many 
ways resemble bacteria in 
its make-up,” the odds of it 
forming by chance are 10!?3 
(that’s a 1 with a 123 zeros 
after it). Coppedge elaborat- 
ed that evolutionary first life 
is even more astounding be- 
cause “if we had all of them 
[the necessary protein mol- 
ecules], they still could not 
duplicate themselves, so it 
would be the end of the line, 
unless chance could also pro- 
duce the DNA code and the 
entire translating system.” 
Some creationists say that 
even this is not the end of 
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the difficulties because there probably 
wouldn’t be a “primordial soup” of amino 
acids and peptides to make into proteins in 
the first place. They argue that if, as evolu- 
tionists theorize, that there was no free ox- 
ygen in the air when life came about, then 
“there would be no ozone, so ultraviolet 
light would destroy [the] biochemicals.” 
And as the reaction necessary to create 


Evolutionary error: Biology students used to be told that embryos go 
through the same stages and that “humans go through fish and reptile 
stages.” Though this was evolutionary biology 101, it is now discredited. 


adenine — a building block necessary to 
create RNA and DNA for cells — “can 
occur only in the presence of oxygen,” 
free oxygen in the atmosphere would have 
been present to “destroy organic com- 
pounds,” such as amino acids. 

And even if the amino acids were some- 
how not destroyed, they state, it is hardly 
conceivable that RNA, which is basically 
a molecular machine that performs opera- 
tions of a cell, could design and build itself. 

Not only is RNA presented as a hurdle 
that evolutionists cannot jump over with 
a natural explanation because RNA is a 
virtual machine that just seems to ap- 
pear in the world (and machines imply 
design), the fact that it follows a set of 
directions causes many to pause since the 
presence of information implies an infor- 
mation coder, and more importantly, the 
ability to transmit and decode informa- 
tion implies an active receiver. 

Too, intelligent-design pro- 
moting biochemist Michael 
Behe and others insist that 
some things in nature are “‘ir- 
reducibly complex,” meaning 
that it is not possible for them 
to develop from a more primi- 
tive form. Behe says that an 
item in nature is irreducibly 
complex when it is “composed 
of several well-matched, in- 
teracting parts that contribute 
to the basic function, where 
the removal of any one of 
the parts causes the system 
to effectively cease function- 
ing.” He gives as an example 
a bacterium’s flagellum, the 
tail-like structure that allows a 
bacterium to propel itself. Oth- 
ers give as an example birds’ 
wings. (The problem with this 
one is that some physical sys- 
tems that would be deemed ir- 
reducibly complex by Behe’s 
definition have been shown to 
be simplified in other species.) 

They also point to the fact 
that some gospel beliefs in 
Darwinisim have been prov- 
en wrong, such as the belief 
that embryos go through the 
same stages and that “hu- 
mans go through fish and 
reptile stages.” 
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Consciously deciding to help: While natural selection and evolution could logically explain why 
humans have a tendency to help family and community members, it doesn’t well explain why 
humans help strangers or how we came to have self-awareness and self-determination. 


Creationists also, again, rely on a bit of 
math, claiming that if complex organs re- 
ally came about because of advantageous 
micro-mutational changes, considering 
the fact that most mutations are disad- 
vantageous and that the sheer number 
of positive mutations necessary to effect 
the changes would have had to have been 
huge, there simply wasn’t time enough for 
the changes to occur. Mathematician D.S. 
Ulman “argued that it was highly improb- 
able that the eye could have evolved by the 
accumulation of small mutations, because 
the number of mutations would have to be 
so large and the time was not nearly long 
enough for them to appear.” (Both sides 
are in general agreement that if Darwinism 
is true, mutations would have to have been 
small, not large.) 

They also point to the fact that after 
great die-offs, such as the extinction of 
the dinosaurs, new species seem to have 
filled the void very quickly, seemingly 
improbable if multitudes of positive mu- 
tations are necessary for new species. 
Making the problem worse, since the time 
of Darwin, paleontologists have scoured 
fossil beds looking for transitional species, 
yet have found relatively few — as com- 
pared to the countless numbers that were 
predicted — that fit the bill (another fact 
both sides agree upon). Phillip E. Johnson 
notes in Darwin on Trial that though evo- 
lutionists do provide explanations for the 
rather skimpy proof in the fossil record, it 
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seems strange “how Darwinist evolution 
always happened in such a manner as to 
escape detection.” And even those fos- 
sils that are found may not be transitional 
at all, but merely wishful thinking: The 
“Piltdown man” was a hoax created from 
a human skull and an orangutan jawbone 
that went undiscovered for 40 years. “Ne- 
braska man” — essentially a drawing of a 
humanoid derived solely from a fossilized 
tooth — was believed by a sizable portion 
of the paleontological community to be a 
predecessor of humans, until it was found 
to have come from an extinct peccary (es- 
sentially a wild pig). 

Finally, not only has the process of 
spontaneously generating life not been 
demonstrated in the laboratory (or any- 
where else), features that should never 
have come about through natural selection 
(because they make a species less able to 
survive, such as a peacock’s long tail) ac- 
tually do exist. 

The creationist viewpoint essentially 
concludes, as does Johnson: Though “Dar- 
win’s theory has impressive explanatory 
power, ... how are we to tell if it’s true?” 

The arguments go back and forth, with 
evolutionists providing an explanation for 
every contention forwarded by creation- 
ists. But though a large portion of biolo- 
gists would likely admit, as did evolution- 
ist Eugenie C. Scott in Scientists Confront 
Intelligent Design and Creationism, “that 
natural selection does not explain every- 


thing about evolution,” the fact is that if 
God did take a direct hand in the creation 
of life (specifically, human life), there is 
absolutely no known way to prove it or 
test for it. 

Then again, regarding how life came 
about, there is no absolute proof that 
either side is correct; rather, each side 
makes its case with some conjecture and 
with less-than-perfect evidence. So one 
needs to assess which side has the pre- 
ponderance of evidence on its side. But 
in deciding whether there is a God or not, 
it doesn’t matter who wins the evolution/ 
creation argument, because a miracle that 
happens slowly is as miraculous as a mir- 
acle that happens quickly, and as Dean L. 
Overman says, “Natural selection is only 
a component of the universe. As merely 
a component of the universe, it is not an 
explanation for the universe.” 

Too, Dawkins’ argument (and others 
like it) claiming that all things are pos- 
sible if given enough time is specious in 
a manner similar to the earlier-mentioned 
cosmologic arguments: It is overly sim- 
plified, and turned backward. Because he 
doesn’t take into consideration on his scale 
of probable happenings the fact that some 
things are “impossible,” his argument is 
overly simplified. Under the laws of phys- 
ics as we know them, no cow is ever going 
to jump over the moon, no marble statue 
is ever going to wave its arm, and no non- 
living thing is ever going to come alive — 
no matter how long one waits. And if, as 
he claims, the improbability of life erupt- 
ing spontaneously can happen, so can God 
come into being — or exist eternally. 


Circumstantial Case 

Since we are concerned with a scientific 
argument about whether God exists, rath- 
er than building a case that might stand in 
a court of law, we cannot use eyewitness 
accounts of “God in action,” such as the 
countless people who claimed to have ex- 
perienced miracles, including two Green 
Berets and an Air Force pastor who were 
in a bus in Vietnam when their base suf- 
fered a prolonged mortar attack and claim 
that their bus was enveloped in a “giant 
transparent bubble, glowing faintly,” 
shielding them, or those many church- 
goers who have found unprecedented 
fulfillment through giving themselves 
over to Christ, such as Oxford profes- 
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Really obvious: As a warning to scientists who might be eager to dismiss the idea of God out of 
hand because God is not a testable hypothesis, cosmologist Edward Harrison reminded others 
that there is no laboratory test for consciousness either, but we all know it’s real. 


sor and former vehement atheist Alister 
McGrath, or those who claim to have ex- 
perienced Heaven or out-of-body travel 
during a near-death experience, such as 
Sergeant Gene Beck, who was injured 
and flat-lined in Canada and claimed to 
see a military memorial service for him- 
self in California — he later surprised his 
fellow soldiers by not only telling them 
where they were sitting in the room, but 
what they were wearing. 

But science may give credence to such 
claims anyway, as there have been cases 
where researchers have sought to con- 
firm whether such extraordinary events 
are possible. 

One case that people have probably 
heard about was the case of Dr. Duncan 
MacDougall, who in 1901 tried to weigh 
patients immediately before and after 
they died to see if a soul weighs anything. 
Unfortunately, his study was poor in de- 
sign and execution and really showed 
nothing. 

A more thorough effort to see if “un- 
believable” claims are true was put forth 
by psychiatrist Ian Stevenson, who in- 
terviewed more than 2,000 children who 
claimed to remember parts of their past 
lives — including children who stood 
to suffer by their claims and had little 
use to lie, such as “twenty-five cases 

. in Burma where children claim[ed] 
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to remember lives as Japanese soldiers 
and exhibit[ed] Japanese characteris- 
tics,” after Japan’s soldiers had raped 
and slaughtered their way through that 
country in WWII. The Japanese were 
so hated in Burma that one child was 
burned alive by villagers for claiming to 
be a reincarnated soldier. Stevenson tried 
to verify or falsify the children’s claims 
by, for instance, contacting the families 
of the deceased person the child claimed 
to have been and comparing their stories. 
(This study, which is partly documented 
in the book entitled Old Souls: The Sci- 
entific Evidence for Past Lives, was done 
before the availability of news on the In- 
ternet would have made all the claims 
suspect.) Though many of the children 
knew facts they shouldn’t have been able 
to know about the lives of the previous- 
ly deceased they claimed to have been, 
however, here too, there were problems. 
None of the children had perfect recol- 
lection of a past life, and so a person has 
to trust that Stevenson did not skew the 
results — either intentionally or inad- 
vertently — because he wanted to find 
evidence of reincarnation. 

But to dismiss God from existence, one 
must audaciously conclude that every sin- 
gle one of the countless people who claim 
to have experienced a miracle or a super- 
natural event is either lying or deluded. If 


even one person who makes such a claim 
is truthful and correct, we can’t overlook 
the possibility of God’s existence. 

In the end, both theism and atheism re- 
side not on science, but on faith. And one 
must weigh the evidence and decide for 
oneself which belief system is more rea- 
sonable and requires the least faith. 

Atheist scientists argue that they will 
likely be able to prove that all processes 
in the universe happened naturally, absent 
the hand of God, but they just don’t yet 
have the technology to prove it, yet at the 
same time, they would mock a person who 
holds a religious-type belief — such as Ian 
Stevenson — for saying nearly the same 
thing: One day, science will figure out a 
way to prove that events deemed “super- 
natural” and a being called God are real. 

Since much of society, especially aca- 
demia, is becoming vociferously pro- 
atheist, we’ll give a theist the last word 
on the matter. Dean Overman stated about 
the weight of the evidence for or against 
there being a god: 


The existence of God explains why 
there is something rather than noth- 
ing; it explains the intelligibility and 
order of the universe; it explains the 
continuing existence of the universe; 
it explains the beginning of the uni- 
verse; it explains the inherently 
mathematical nature of the universe; 
it explains the existence of the laws 
of nature; it explains the beauty in 
the universe and the relationship be- 
tween mathematical beauty and truth; 
it explains the existence of informa- 
tion; it explains the existence of free 
will and the ability to recognize good 
and evil; it explains religious expe- 
rience; it explains the fine-tuning in 
the astro-physics of the universe that 
allows for conscious life; and it ex- 
plains why thoughts have the capac- 
ity to produce true beliefs. 

Atheism lacks an adequate, co- 
herent explanation for any of these 
things. 


Is there a chance that the atheists are cor- 
rect? Yes, but according to the mathemati- 
cal calculations, it’s only a nano-fractional 
chance. Now, the question becomes, “Do 
you believe in math, science, and logic 
enough to believe in God?” 
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DO MULTIPLE UNIVERSES 


Many scientists try to rationalize the stupendously unlikely coincidences that allow life to 
develop in our universe by claiming that many universes exist. But are the claims credible? 


Afterglow Light 
Pattern 
380,000 yrs. 


Dark Ages 


1st Stars 
about 400 million yrs 


Dark Energy 
Accelerated Expansion 


Development of 
Galaxies, Planets, etc. 


Big Bang Expansion 


13.7 billion years 


Cosmic coincidences? If our universe were slightly different in terms of the strength of gravity 
or atomic bonds or the amount of matter it contains, it could not contain life. The odds are said to 
be many trillions to one against life forming. Many people see this as evidence of design by God. 


by Kurt Williamsen 


osmologists, on the whole, agree 
( that the universe somehow met 

seemingly insurmountable condi- 
tions in its formation to allow for the devel- 
opment of life — agreeing that it is just right 
for life to exist. Incredibly, if the universe 
were very slightly different in its properties 
at all, life would be essentially impossible. 
For instance, as cosmologist Luke Barnes 
has said about the beginning of the uni- 
verse, if there was a very tiny fluctuation 
in the amount of matter of the universe, life 
would have been unattainable: “If you put 
the wrong amount of matter in by one part 
in 10° [a 1 with 55 zeros after it], if you 
put in too much matter, then gravity has 
too much of a hold on the universe, and the 
whole thing will re-collapse, within seconds 
basically. If you don’t put in enough matter, 
then the whole thing expands too fast, and in 
particular, too fast for galaxies to form and 
stars to form and planets to form.” 
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To try to explain away this and many 
other astounding cosmic “coincidences” 
that allow life to exist in our universe, some 
cosmologists have tried to find naturalistic 
alternatives to the beginning of the universe, 
other than it was designed by an intelligent 
being — a being that atheist scientists are 
trying to disavow. Effort is put into natu- 
ralistic explanations because the incredible 
odds of these coincidences happening by 
pure chance are so long that they verge on 
being impossible, rather than being rela- 
tively likely, making atheistic cosmology 
virtually untenable and intelligent design 
very likely (see page 17). There are four 
main naturalistic theories in this category, 
which are explained in Carlos Calle’s book 
The Universe: Order Without Design. 


How Can That Be? 

The first naturalistic theory, the self-or- 
ganizing model, can be dismissed out of 
hand. It claims that — similar in manner to 
microstructures such as in mineral crystal 


formations that make up rocks — nature 
self-organizes starting at subatomic scale 
and that organization at small scales lends 
itself to self-organization at macro- or uni- 
verse-size scales. But it is fatally flawed 
as an explanation of the universe without 
a designer because it requires that the uni- 
verse had a “start point” (the others go back 
into infinity), as well as physical matter 
that was already created and rules of the 
universe being in place before that — rules 
that lead to order, rather than disorder — 
hence relying on design and fine-tuning of 
the universe, rather than explaining away 
the fine-tuning. 

The other three naturalistic explanations 
that attempt to make sense of the sheer un- 
likelihood that a life-permitting universe 
would come about spontaneously (without 
being designed by an intelligent being) 
postulate that countless universes — a mul- 
tiverse — exist and that the extremely large 
number of universes makes it likely that a 
life-friendly universe would come about. 
(Essentially a vast number of universes de- 
creases the odds against a universe such as 
ours forming.) 

The first multiverse candidate, according 
to Calle, is the “eternal inflation scenario 
[which] tells us that an infinite number of 
universes will randomly spring out” (more 
plainly, vast numbers of universes simply 
pop into being, expanding as if they were 
bubbles next to already existing universes) 
— meaning that a life-permitting universe 
will eventually inevitably appear. In this 
case the universes appear as part and par- 
cel of a cosmologic thing called “inflation.” 
Most cosmologists believe that at the be- 
ginning of our universe, in a timespan of a 
minuscule fraction of one second, the uni- 
verse inflated in size from something infini- 
tesimal to something on the order of a quar- 
ter of a billion light years across, and they 
dub this “inflation.” The article “5 Reasons 
We May Live in a Multiverse” explains the 
“eternal inflation” hypothesis: 
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Eternal inflation ... suggests that 
some pockets of space stop inflat- 
ing, while other regions continue to 
inflate, thus giving rise to many iso- 
lated “bubble universes.” 

Thus, our own universe, where in- 
flation has ended, allowing stars and 
galaxies to form, is but a small bubble 
in a vast sea of space, some of which 
is still inflating, that contains many 
other bubbles like ours. And in some 
of these bubble universes, the laws of 
physics and fundamental constants 
might be different than in ours. 


The second multiverse explanation is the 
cosmological natural selection model, 
which posits that each universe creates 
more universes through its black holes, and 
that the universes with superior black hole- 
making abilities will spawn new universes, 
while the other universes die off, eventually 
bringing about a universe that is amenable 
to life (the result is universes that fine-tune 
themselves). 

Third is the cyclic model, which hy- 
pothesizes that a cycle of “big bangs” hap- 
pens — there are several cyclic models, 
each with a unique speculation about how 
and why the cycles happen. An early cy- 
clic model, briefly contemplated by Albert 
Einstein, assumed that a universe would 
expand for part of its life, then it would 
contract until it “crunched” and another 
big bang happened. Other cyclic mod- 
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els presume, based on string theory, that 
there are branes (short for “membranes’’) 
that both contain and form universes. One 
of these models conjectures that another 
universe resides within millimeters of our 
own (which we can’t see because it is in 
a fifth dimension) that has for an infinite 
time caused a series of “big bangs” when 
the universes collided. Another presumes 
that the branes function much like a sheet 
when the sheet is vigorously shaken. The 
article entitled “The Theory of Parallel 
Universes” explains: 


Consider flapping a sheet up and 
down rapidly onto the surface of a 
bed. The sheet doesn’t touch the bed 
only in one location, but rather touch- 
es it in multiple locations. If a sheet 
were a brane, then each point of col- 
lision would create its own universe 
with its own initial conditions. 


Theoretical Constructs 

However, though the multiverse theories 
may be mathematically possible, unfortu- 
nately for those trying to disprove “design” 
in the universe, they are logically improb- 
able, as well as impossible to prove. Let’s 
examine some of the problems. 

Both the eternal inflation model and the 
cosmological natural selection model envi- 
sion what are vast numbers of outgrowths 
of new universes from already-existing 
universes (imagine your own body cov- 


Bubbles in the vacuum of space: Cosmologists often depict multiverses as ever-multiplying, 
ever-expanding soap bubbles. Each bubble represents a universe, and it’s thought that the space 
between the universes (the vacuum of “outer space”) continuously expands so they don’t collide. 
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ered with little growths that eventually turn 
into new, slightly different versions of you). 
To realize a problem with the theories that 
postulate an infinite number of universes, 
again imagine those little growths on your 
body, only this time picture them growing 
to full size, and as they grow, each of them 
has a multitude of little growths growing 
on it as well. How long would it be before 
the new versions of you ran out of room to 
grow because they were bashing into an- 
other new version of you? 

Under such theoretical constructs, if the 
void of space could be viewed in its en- 
tirety from a distance, cosmologists imag- 
ine that the new universes — which, again, 
are supposedly never-endingly forming — 
would look like a series of ever-growing, 
ever-multiplying soap bubbles in a giant 
mass. And the contents of each of the 
seemingly infinite number of universes 
(the multiverse) — consisting of the stars, 
moons, planets, etc. — don’t slam into 
each other because the empty space around 
each universe is large enough so that the 
universes merely grow next to each other, 
filling up more of the infinite sky. 

Considering that the formation of the 
only universe we know of came about — 
most cosmologists would agree — through 
an unimaginably violent explosion during 
which the universe super-expanded in less 
than a second, if a universe formed along- 
side ours by this method (presumably in 
the midst of a mass of other universes), the 
two universes should logically collide with 
such astronomic power and dazzling re- 
leases of light and energy that they should, 
at the very least, be noticeable by those liv- 
ing ina universe. It should logically be akin 
to a stick of dynamite exploding amidst 
soap bubbles. But cosmologists can’t 
find evidence of universes ramming each 
other, though they have tried, so they are 
left postulating that not only must the ex- 
pansion of a universe literally create more 
space (this hypothesis is accepted and well- 
tested, though scientists don’t know how it 
happens), but that the regions between the 
universes must also expand exponentially 
(as is what would happen during inflation 
in a universe) and seamlessly so that the 
universes don’t touch one another. 

Also, the model suggesting that black 
holes spawn new universes assumes that a 
sort of “selective breeding” happens with 
the universes, as with plants and animals, 
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Black hole of belief: Some cosmologists believe that black holes — objects so dense that they 
can deform spacetime — can lead to new “big bangs” and universes, but it’s just a hypothesis. 
It’s also hypothesis that black holes create such strong gravity that they can never be examined. 


resulting in the production of long-lived 
universes, containing matter such as plan- 
ets and stars, that are amenable to life. One 
problem with such a suggestion is akin to 
animal breeding: Since the offspring re- 
semble their parents, you first need suit- 
able parents. In other words, universes 
that are likely to give off life-allowing 
universes are universes that themselves 
were likely to allow life — and where did 
these universes come from? 

The various cyclic models have addition- 
al problems. For instance, our universe is 
unlikely to expand then contract until a new 
big bang happens: It has been determined 
that the universe’s expansion rate is speed- 
ing up, not slowing down toward stopping 
and contraction. As for the cyclic model 
wherein another universe resides next to 
ours in another spatial dimension, it relies 
on two universes being so perfectly aligned 
and calibrated with each other that they al- 
ways bounce straight out and straight back, 
which would seem to be miraculous unto 
itself and logically require the fine-tuning 
of a creator being. There are problems with 
the other cyclic models as well, not the least 
of which is that there is no evidence that 
they explain anything real. 

Physicist Victor Stenger argues in the 
book Scientists Confront Intelligent De- 
sign and Creationism that we can rule 
out an intelligent being because nothing 
about known physics would rule out a 
never-ending multiverse. However, noth- 
ing supports such a theory either. And it 
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is almost a certainty that no solid evi- 
dence is ever going to support it. 

In fact, the only methods that scientists 
can conceive to test for evidence of other 
universes would not qualify as proof even 
if they found exactly what they were 
looking for. 

The test around which the most excite- 
ment seems to spring is one that is trying to 
find evidence of another universe bumping 
into our own by examining what’s called 
the Cosmic Microwave Background (es- 
sentially microwave radiation that is still 
hitting Earth as a result of the big bang). If 
another universe bumped ours as our uni- 
verse was beginning to form, it is thought 
that it would have impacted the back- 
ground radiation and caused a section of it 
to have a different temperature than the ra- 
diation around it, and it is thought that the 
area where there is a temperature change 
should look like a disk. Such a sign has not 
been found, and even if a circular pattern 
is found, we could not reliably attribute it 
to another universe because other theories, 
ones that don’t imply a multiverse, could 
just as plausibly explain the same data, 
and our understanding of the universe is 
woefully incomplete. For instance, cos- 
mologists are able to determine that ap- 
proximately 80 percent of matter in the 
universe is “dark matter” — matter that is 
non-luminous and that we can’t see — but 
they have not discovered what this dark 
matter consists of. A “dent” on the back- 
ground radiation would be, at best, merely 


consistent with some multiverse models, 
but it wouldn’t be particularly convincing 
evidence that a multiverse exists. 

The other methods whereby cosmolo- 
gists hope to find evidence of other uni- 
verses suffer from similar flaws. 

Cosmologist Luke Barnes even ques- 
tions in his article “The Fine-tuning of the 
Universe for Intelligent Life” whether mul- 
tiverses can even be deemed “science”: 


Could a multiverse proposal ever be 
regarded as scientific? 

.... We cannot observe any of 
the properties of a multiverse {M, 
f(m),7} as they have no causal effect 
on our universe. We could be com- 
pletely wrong about everything we 
believe about these other universes 
and no observation could correct us. 
The information is not here. The his- 
tory of science has repeatedly taught 
us that experimental testing is not an 
optional extra. The hypothesis that a 
multiverse actually exists will always 
be untestable. 

The most optimistic scenario is 
where a physical theory, which has 
been well-tested in our universe, pre- 
dicts a universe-generating mecha- 
nism. Even then, there would still be 
questions beyond the reach of obser- 
vation, such as whether the necessary 
initial conditions for the generator 
hold in the metaspace, and whether 
there are modifications to the physi- 
cal theory that arise at energy scales 
or on length scales relevant to the mul- 
tiverse but beyond testing in our uni- 
verse. Moreover, the process by which 
anew universe is spawned almost cer- 
tainly cannot be observed. 


One commenter on the article “5 Reasons 
We May Live in a Multiverse” by the name 
of Ke Fin was less kind than Barnes, but 
perhaps just as accurate, stating, “Funda- 
mentally there is not much difference in 
these arguments and Greek Mythology. 
Clear evidence that genius, insanity, and 
delusional thinking can happily co-exist in 
the highly intelligent groups.” 

Not only do the above theories argue 
against their own likelihood, naturalists 
can hardly claim to be sticking with the 
empirical data if they rely on a multiverse 
to explain the fine-tuning of the universe. Hl 
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The Real McCain 
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Though Senator John McCain of Arizona is known as a 
“maverick Republican,” a look at his record reveals that he 
is just a typical neoconservative. 


by Christian Gomez 


enator John Sidney McCain, III of 
Gin known for occasionally 
crossing the aisle and working with 
Senate Democrats on key legislative is- 
sues, has built a reputation as a “maverick 
Republican.” McCain was born in Panama 
to Admiral John S. McCain, Jr. (USN) and 
Roberta Wright on August 29, 1936. Grad- 
uating from the Annapolis Naval Academy 
in 1958, McCain served for 20 years as an 
aviator on ships including the USS Enter- 
prise, USS Intrepid, and USS Forrestal. 
During the Vietnam War, he was captured 
by the enemy and spent five years as a pris- 
oner of war in Communist North Vietnam. 
First elected to the U.S. Senate in 
1986 and now in his fifth term, McCain 
has earned an unimpressive 63-percent 
score on THE NEW AMERICAN’S “Freedom 
Index,” which measures votes cast by con- 
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gressmen according to their fidelity to the 
Constitution. Examining McCain’s record 
based on his actions, not just his rhetoric, 
on a few major issues underscores his poor 
performance in office. 


Record in Congress 

on POW/MIA Issues 

For example, in 1989 McCain derailed 
efforts to pass H.R. 3603, a simple one- 
page bill that would have made virtually 
all government records relating to POW/ 
MIA personnel transparent. The only ex- 
ception to transparency would be records 
containing information about intelligence- 
gathering methods or the names of indi- 
viduals without the consent of the POW/ 
MIA personnel’s living family. The key 
portion of H.R. 3603 reads: 


The head of each department or 
agency which holds or receives any 


Capitol Hill colleagues: Hillary Clinton enjoys 
a laugh with her friend Senator John McCain 
(R-Ariz.) during the confirmation of Senator 
John Kerry to become secretary of state. 


records and information, including 
live-sighting reports, which have 
been correlated or possibly correlated 
to United States personnel listed as 
prisoner of war or missing in action 
from World War II, the Korean con- 
flict, and the Vietnam conflict shall 
make available to the public all such 
records and information held or re- 
ceived by that department or agency. 


McCain worked behind the scenes to 
make sure the bill did not receive any 
traction, so the bill never reached the floor 
for a vote, and the following year when it 
was reintroduced, it again went nowhere. 
Instead, McCain introduced a watered- 
down version of the bill, which ultimately 
passed and remains the law. The “McCain 
Truth Bill,” as it is known, only allowed 
for the disclosure of records that the De- 
partment of Defense deems as not con- 
taining sensitive yet unknown “specific 
information.” This is a broad blanket that 
has allowed the Department of Defense to 
keep many POW and MIA records from 
the Korean War, Vietnam War, and Cold 
War classified, much to the grief of surviv- 
ing relatives of POWs/MIA. Because he 
is a former POW, it is not surprising Mc- 
Cain’s bill got traction, but it is curious he 
did not do more to uncover the truth about 
those left behind. 

Curious too is why McCain would 
have later gutted key provisions of the 
pro-POW/MIA Missing Service Person- 
nel Act of 1995 through amendments. His 
amendments removed key enforcement 
provisions such as criminal penalties to 
“any government official who knowingly 
and willfully withholds from the file of a 
missing person any information relating 
to the disappearance or whereabouts and 
status of a missing person.” 
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From his support of globalist trade schemes, 
preemptive war, and military intervention, to his 
track record of Supporting open borders and 
amnesty, McCain’s neoconservative credentials are 
a far cry from those of a traditional conservative or 


constitutionalist. 


Regardless of his position on POW/MIA 
issues in Congress, one would hope that 
the wartime veteran senator would have a 
much better record on foreign policy and 
the use of force. Unfortunately, rather than 
embracing a noninterventionist position 
that is consistent with the Constitution, 
McCain is a committed neoconservative, 
especially in matters of foreign interven- 
tion and preemptive war. 


McCain’s Neoconservative Tendencies 
Because of his wartime experience, in- 
cluding the years he spent as a POW, it 
would of course make sense that McCain 
would understand firsthand that war is 
hell and would not see it as a joking mat- 
ter — even in instances where he believed 
unleashing death and destruction on an 
adversarial country was necessary. So, 
once again, it is curious that on April 19, 
2007, during a presidential campaign stop 
in South Carolina, McCain answered a 
question about possible military action in 
Iran saying, “That old, uh, that old Beach 
Boys song, bomb Iran.” Eliciting laughter 
from the crowd, he sang, “Bomb, bomb, 
bomb, bomb, bomb.” Although meant in 
jest, McCain’s singing did not rise to the 
level of a commander-in-chief, a position 
McCain was seeking at the time, but it did 
highlight his predilection for military in- 
tervention and preemptive war. 

But that predilection is much more se- 
riously highlighted by his legislative ca- 
reer in the Senate, where he has routinely 
urged military intervention: 

¢ 1994 — when it appeared North 
Korea might have been developing nu- 
clear weapons, Senator McCain urged 
President Clinton to be aggressive. “I 
think we should launch some air strikes 
or cruise missile strikes against North 
Korea’s nuclear facilities” in the event 
sanctions failed, McCain said on June 1, 
1994. 
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¢ 1999 — McCain voted to authorize air 
strikes and missile attacks in Yugoslavia. 
He also voted to use “all necessary force 
and other means” in Yugoslavia in accor- 
dance with enforcing previous United Na- 
tions resolutions. 

¢ 2002 — McCain voted for war against 
Iraq, also in accordance with enforcing 
UN resolutions, despite the fact that Iraq 
was merely exercising its sovereignty. 

¢ 2003 — McCain called on North Korea 
to “immediately comply with its interna- 
tional obligations to abandon and disman- 
tle its nuclear weapons programs,” further 
urging the United States to “the highest 
possible level of military readiness against 
the threat North Korea poses.” Three years 
later, McCain said on CNN’s State of the 
Union, “I think it’s time we talked about 
regime change in North Korea.” 

¢ 2011 — McCain urged “using all of 
U.S. airpower” in Libya to enforce Unit- 


ed Nations Security Council Resolution 
1973 and to topple the regime of Colo- 
nel Moammar Gadhafi for committing 
“crimes against humanity.” During an in- 
terview with Fox News Sunday, McCain 
lamented, “This thing could have been 
over a long time ago if we had brought the 
full weight of American airpower to bear 
on him and it’s unfortunate.” 

¢ 2013 — McCain applauded the Obama 
administration for providing weapons 
to Syrian rebels to topple the regime of 
Bashar al-Assad, and he urged further 
military action to “change the battlefield 
equation.” 

¢ 2015 — On MSNBC’s Morning Joe, 
McCain called for sending combat troops 
to fight against ISIS in the Middle East. 
“We’re going to have to put boots on the 
ground, my friend, and we’re going to 
have to do a whole lot more things than 
we’re doing now if we are going to stem 
this tide and stop this horrific killing that’s 
going on.” 

Even though he is a U.S. Senator who 
should be jealous of the powers granted to 
Congress by the Constitution, very much 
including the power to declare war, Mc- 
Cain supports allowing the president to 
decide whether to go to war. For instance, 
on February 15, 2015, he said on NBC’s 
Meet the Press that Congress should give 
President Obama greater military author- 


To hell and back: John McCain spent five and a half years as a POW in Communist North 
Vietnam before being released on March 14, 1973. 
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The Gang’s all here: Senator McCain leads “Gang of Eight” Senators Marco Rubio (R-Fla.), 
Richard Durbin (D-Ill.), Chuck Schumer (D-N.Y.), and Bob Menendez (D-N.J.) during a news 
conference on April 18, 2013, outlining their bipartisan proposal for “immigration reform.” 


ity than what he previously requested in 
order to combat ISIS. “I think we should 
not restrain the president of the United 
States,” McCain said. 

If reelected to a sixth term, McCain’s 
record suggests he would eagerly continue 
to vote in favor of military intervention, 
expanding war powers of the president, 
and utilizing force to enforce the dictates 
of the United Nations. 


Amnesty and Open Borders 

Despite McCain’s vigor abroad in enforc- 
ing U.S. and internationalist will, his de- 
fense of the nation’s borders and stopping 
the invasion of illegal immigrants leaves 
much to be desired. McCain’s campaign 
website may boast how he “has led the 
efforts in Washington to ensure that the 
U.S. obtains control of its southwest bor- 
der”; however, he was one of the “Gang of 
Eight” senators who sponsored the 2013 
pro-amnesty “immigration reform” bill 
introduced by Senator Chuck Schumer 
(D-N.Y.). The bill, according to THE NEw 
AMERICAN’S “Freedom Index,” would 
have provided “a transition to the open 
borders sought by the advocates of a North 
American Union and other regional gov- 
ernment schemes threatening our national 
sovereignty.” 

McCain’s disregard for defending U.S. 
sovereignty, securing the border, and halt- 
ing the influx of mass immigration isn’t 
new. On July 13, 1989, McCain voted for 
the Immigration Act of 1990, which in- 
creased legal immigration by 35 percent. 
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The bill was sponsored by then-Senator 
Ted Kennedy (D-Mass.) and signed into 
law by President George H. W. Bush on 
November 29, 1990. 

On May 12, 2005, McCain and Kenne- 
dy jointly introduced the so-called Secure 
America and Orderly Immigration Act. 
The McCain-Kennedy Bill, as it was also 
known, would have granted amnesty and 
expanded the guest worker program. 

More recently, McCain voted to enable 
President Obama’s unconstitutional exec- 
utive actions to grant deferred action (i.e., 
temporary amnesty) for an estimated four 
million illegal immigrants in the United 
States through a substitute amendment. 
Attached to the Department of Home- 
land Security Appropriations Act of 2015 
(H.R. 240), the substitute amendment 
eliminated the bill’s original provisions 
barring the use of funds for implementing 
President Obama’s executive temporary 
amnesty. 


Supreme Court Circus 

McCain’s apathy toward constitutional 
overreach and the separation of powers is 
also evident in his cavalier confirmation 
of Supreme Court justices. During his 
28-year tenure in office, Senator McCain 
has voted for seven of the nine presiden- 
tial Supreme Court appointments con- 
firmed by the Senate. Among the seven 
nominees McCain voted for were liberal 
Judges Ruth Bader Ginsburg and Stephen 
Breyer, both of whom were nominated by 
Democratic President Bill Clinton. And 


the five Republican judicial appoint- 
ments McCain has confirmed have come 
short of strictly interpreting and abiding 
by the Constitution. 

In 1987, then-newly elected Sena- 
tor McCain voted for Reagan-appointee 
Judge Anthony Kennedy, who later voted 
to strike down state restrictions on abor- 
tions (Planned Parenthood v. Casey) 
and state anti-sodomy laws (Lawrence 
v. Texas). Justice Kennedy also voted to 
allow people who live in states that opted 
not to establish exchanges under Obama- 
Care to still be eligible for ObamaCare 
insurance subsidies (King v. Burwell). 
Most notably, Kennedy voted to legal- 
ize same-sex “marriage” by requiring all 
states to both issue in-state and recognize 
out-of-state marriage licenses for same- 
sex couples (Obergefell v. Hodges). 

In 2008, McCain’s presidential cam- 
paign website named Chief Justice John 
Roberts, whom McCain voted to confirm 
in 2005, “as the model for John McCain’s 
judicial nominees.” Since then, Chief 
Justice Roberts twice voted in favor of 
ObamaCare (National Federation of In- 
dependent Business v. Sebelius and King 
v. Burwell). And as for President Obama’s 
recent nomination of Judge Merrick B. 
Garland to the Supreme Court, McCain 
was one of seven Republican senators in 
1997 who voted to confirm then-Presi- 
dent Bill Clinton’s nomination of Garland 
to be U.S. Circuit Judge for the District 
of Columbia. Garland is regarded as a 
“moderate” rather than a constitutionalist 
who would strictly interpret and abide by 
the Constitution. In 2007, Judge Garland 
voted to rescind a D.C. Circuit court’s de- 
cision that struck down Washington D.C.’s 
stringent handgun ban. 


Globalist Pedigree for Trade 

McCain’s neoconservatism, and his lack 
of fidelity to the U.S. Constitution, is on 
full display regarding his support for so- 
called free-trade agreements that in the 
name of “free trade” surrender U.S. sov- 
ereignty to supranational entities. The 
most prominent of the trade agreements 
McCain has supported is the regional 
Trans-Pacific Partnership agreement, 
also known as TPP. The TPP is a sup- 
posed free trade agreement negotiated 
among the following 12 Pacific Rim na- 
tions: Australia, Brunei, Canada, Chile, 
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Japan, Malaysia, Mexico, New 
Zealand, Peru, Singapore, the 
United States, and Vietnam. 

In 2015, McCain twice voted 
to grant President Obama Trade 
Promotion Authority (TPA). TPA 
will allow Congress to “fast-track” 
the TPP when it comes to a vote, 
meaning that debate will be lim- 
ited, amendments will be prohibit- 
ed, and the threshold necessary for 
passing it will be lowered to a sim- 
ple majority (50 percent plus one) 
of voting senators. On June 10, 
2015, McCain told the Washing- 
ton Post, “the TPP will strengthen 
the American workforce and make 
our economy more competitive 
and prosperous.” 

In 2014, while visiting Hanoi, 
the capital of the land of his for- 
mer captivity, McCain delivered 
a statement urging “Vietnam and 
the United States to take a giant 
strategic leap together” as partici- 
pants in the TPP. “We are ready to 
conclude a high-standard Trans- 
Pacific Partnership, with Vietnam 
as a full partner,” McCain said. Of 
this push for unfettered trade with 
the Marxist-Leninist one-party 
dictatorship, McCain said, “We are 
ready to increase our military co- 
operation and ship visits as much 
as Vietnam permits.“ 

McCain also expressed his desire to 
“increase our security assistance to help 
Vietnam improve its maritime domain 
awareness and build its capacity to defend 
its sovereign rights.” Any “security assis- 
tance” (no doubt at the expense of U.S. 
taxpayers) would undoubtedly go to the 
People’s Army of Vietnam, the nation’s 
central security and armed forces under 
the auspices of the Central Military Com- 
mission of the ruling Communist Party of 
Vietnam. “To that end,” McCain said, “I 
believe the time has come for the United 
States to begin easing our lethal arms em- 
bargo on Vietnam.” 

Not only would the TPP bolster Viet- 
nam’s armed forces, the agreement as a 
whole undermines U.S. national sover- 
eignty. On November 5, 2015, Senator Jeff 
Sessions (R-Ala.), who read the text of 
the TPP agreement, warned: “Among the 
TPP’s endless pages [is] ... a new interna- 
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Look who’s back: Senator McCain addresses students in the 
Vietnamese capital city of Hanoi. Though Vietnam is ruled 

by a communist dictatorship, McCain wants closer trade and 
military cooperation with the country. 


tional regulatory structure to promulgate, 
implement, and enforce these rules. This 
new structure is known as the Trans-Pa- 
cific Partnership Commission — a Pacific 
Union — which meets, appoints unelected 
bureaucrats, adopts rules, and changes the 
agreement after adoption.” 

Sessions continued saying of the 
agreement, “It bears the hallmarks of a 
nascent European Union.” The TPP Com- 
mission is also authorized to accept new 
member-states into the agreement with- 
out the approval of Congress. Chapter 
30 of the TPP agreement, entitled “Final 
Provisions,” opens TPP membership to 
members of the Asia-Pacific Economic 
Cooperation (APEC), among which are 
Communist China and Russia. One of 
APEC’s primary goals is to create an 
APEC-wide free trade agreement, larger 
than even the TPP, known as the Free 
Trade Area of the Asia Pacific (FTAAP). 
In fact, the TPP agreement itself admits 


expansion into the FTAAP as one 
of its main objectives. The final 
point on page two of the two- 
page preamble of the TPP agree- 
ment, which McCain strongly 
favors, states: “EXPAND their 
partnership by encouraging the 
accession of other States or sepa- 
rate customs territories in order 
to further enhance regional eco- 
nomic integration and create the 
foundation of a Free Trade Area 
of the Asia Pacific.” 

Throughout his legislative 
career, McCain has supported 
various trade deals detrimental 
to U.S. sovereignty. In 1991, he 
supported passage of the Andean 
Trade Preference Act (ATPA), 
a trade agreement between the 
United States, Bolivia, Colom- 
bia, Ecuador, and Peru. ATPA was 
a precursor to the later-proposed 
Free Trade Area of the Americas 
(FTAA), a Western Hemispheric 
union similar to the EU. President 
George H. W. Bush enacted ATPA 
on December 4, 1991. 

In 1993, McCain voted for the 
North American Free Trade Agree- 
ment (NAFTA), signed into law by 
President Clinton. That same year, 
prior to NAFTA’s implementa- 
tion, the United States had a $1.66 
billion trade surplus with Mexico but 
by 1995, the first full year after NAFTA 
was enacted, the United States had a 
$15.8 billion deficit with Mexico. Since 
its implementation, the U.S. trade deficit 
with Mexico has only escalated, soaring 
to $24.5 billion in 2000, $49.8 billion in 
2005, and $58.3 billion in 2015. As Ameri- 
can manufacturing jobs continue to be out- 
sourced to Mexico, this trade deficit will 
only widen. 

From his support of globalist trade 
schemes, preemptive war, and military 
intervention in the name of enforcing UN 
resolutions, to his track record of support- 
ing open borders and amnesty, McCain’s 
neoconservative credentials are a far cry 
from those of a traditional conservative or 
constitutionalist. He is a perfect example 
of the type of “me too Republican” echo- 
ing the Democratic Party that McCain’s 
conservative predecessor Senator Barry 
Goldwater (R-Ariz.) warned about. Hf 
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Where Do 
Rights Come From? 


The notion of freedom makes no sense, 
in the political sense of the term, absent 
a concept of human rights. Rights are to 
freedom what air is to breathing; without 
rights, freedom would be as inconceivable 
as life in the vacuum of space. 

A right being something to which a per- 
son is entitled, the most significant feature 
of a right is its origin. For example, if I 
have a legal claim on an inheritance, it is 
because the legator has left me a bequest 
in his will. Such a right is specific to me 
and the other legatees. No one else is en- 
titled to it; it owes its existence entirely to 
the decision of the legator. 

A right may also be conferred upon an 
entire class of people, such as the whole 
citizenry of a country, state, or other legal 
jurisdiction. In the United States and many 
other countries whose legal systems ulti- 
mately derive from the English common 
law, all citizens enjoy the right to a trial 
by jury — a right not acknowledged by 
many other legal traditions, such as those 
of continental Europe, most of which ulti- 
mately stem from Roman codes of law like 
those of Justinian and Theodosius. Such 
statutory rights as trial by jury are man- 
made, originating in legislatures and legal 
precedents over centuries of experience. 

Many statutory rights also impose ob- 
ligations on others to provide them, and 
require coercive means to implement. For 
example, the comparatively modern “right 
to healthcare” that has become so widely 
recognized in the socialist countries of Eu- 
rope and elsewhere implies an obligation 
for someone to provide that healthcare at 
a cost that all can afford. So-called social- 
ized medicine therefore imposes a require- 
ment on physicians to provide healthcare 
at a cost dictated by outside authorities, 
and on taxpayers to pay for it. Such rights, 
which oblige action on the part of some 
party, are called “positive rights,” and 
often take away, in the aggregate, more 
freedom than they confer. 

But there is another kind of right, which 
we only conflate with man-made “rights” 
by accident of language — natural, or 
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God-given, rights. Natural rights we might 
also call “originary rights,” because all just 
man-made rights derive their validity from 
them. Natural rights are not specific to any 
civil jurisdiction, demographic, or interest 
group; they apply to every member of the 
human race, regardless of whether they 
are acknowledged by civil authorities. 
And just as man-made law creates man- 
made rights, so too the “law of nature and 
nature’s God” confers natural or God-giv- 
en rights. They were often called by the 
American Founders “unalienable rights,” 
meaning rights that cannot be taken away 
by any human agency, because they come 
from a source higher than man-made au- 
thority and cannot be legitimately revoked 
by any earthly power. 

All of us are acquainted with the laws 
of nature. The laws of physics and chem- 
istry keep our planet in orbit around the 
sun and allow the cycles of weather and 
seasons to follow their ordained course. 
Laws of biology allow cells to divide, tis- 
sue to heal, and species to reproduce after 
their own kind. 

For every living thing, from the minut- 
est insect to man himself, life is the most 
important gift. All other endowments en- 
joyed in mortality are subordinate to life 
itself, which is why, in every type of living 
thing, the desire to preserve and perpetuate 
life is the most fundamental craving. Liv- 
ing things seek to prolong their own lives, 
even in sickness, as long as they can, all 
the while striving to bring forth offspring. 

That these impulses are both universal 
and good it is fatuous to deny. Inasmuch as 
the laws of nature, ordained by the Creator, 
have created the conditions for human life 
and for its perpetuation, all human be- 
ings enjoy the right to life. And a right to 
life requires also a right to self-defense. 
These are two of the most fundamental of 
all natural, or God-given, rights. If man in 
his unreason denies or sets aside either of 
these, his other unalienable rights will not 
long be respected. Only when individuals 
commit capital or other infamous crimes, 
or under conditions of just war, is the state 
justified in depriving men of their lives. 

Other unalienable rights recognized by 
the Founders include the right to freedom 
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of religious worship, the right to freedom 
of speech, and the right to own property. 
All of these rights are “negative” rights 
in that their exercise does not require the 
compulsion of any third party to provide 
any good or service. 

While it is theoretically possible to arrive 
at the doctrine of unalienable, natural rights 
without acknowledging the role of the Cre- 
ator, in practice most irreligious or non-reli- 
gious people will persuade themselves that 
rights are entirely premised on man-made 
laws. This bias against God-given rights is 
pervasive in modern law schools, universi- 
ties, and halls of government. 

But there is a God who has created 
us and is the source of our unalienable 
rights. For any man-made law to be just, 
it must be framed so as not to trespass on 
our God-given rights. In this way, it is 
possible to have earthly government that 
protects liberty rather than seeking to limit 
it, and whose magistrates hold themselves 
subordinate not only to popular but also 
to divine authority — rather than seeking 
to set themselves above all accountability. 

If rights come ultimately from gov- 
ernment and not from God, as many of 
our modern political and jurisprudential 
sophisticates believe, then government 
— not God — becomes the final arbiter 
of rights and freedoms. Rights thus un- 
derstood to be conferred by government 
can (and, in the long range, will) be re- 
voked by government at the pleasure of 
its magistrates. Man-made rights endure 
only as long as they are politically expe- 
dient, but God-given rights are impervious 
to popular fads and perceptions. Thus, for 
example, the right to keep and bear arms, 
a God-given right that is protected (but not 
granted) by the Second Amendment, and 
which flows from the right to self-defense, 
has fallen out of fashion among so-called 
“liberals,” because they believe it is noth- 
ing more than a man-made statute that is 
no longer relevant. 

A society in which the true origin of 
rights is not understood will soon descend 
into bondage, but a society where it is un- 
derstood will enjoy the God-given bless- 
ings of liberty. 

— CHARLES SCALIGER 
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A Stranger’s Gift 


Third-grade teacher Jodi Schmidt did not 
even know student Natasha Fuller when 
she volunteered to donate something very 
valuable to the girl: a kidney. 

Eight-year-old Fuller was diagnosed 
with prune belly syndrome at birth, which 
requires her to have kidney dialysis three 
times a week. She was placed on a list for a 
kidney transplant, but because of frequent 
infections, she was removed from the list. 
She began experiencing renal failure. 

Thankfully, Schmidt stepped up. She 
volunteered to be a kidney donor and 
proved to be a match. 

“Tt truly just came to me after I did a 
lot of thinking and praying,” Schmidt said. 

According to InsideEdition.com, 
Schmidt confided in school principal 
Becky Doyle that she was going to have 
herself tested as a possible kidney donor. 

They “kept it from the staff and family 
up until February, when she got the call 
she was a perfect match,” Doyle told In- 
sideEdition.com. 

Once Schmidt received confirmation 
that she was indeed a match, she decided 
to present Fuller and her family with an 
unforgettable surprise. 

Fuller currently lives with her grand- 
parents in Oakfield, Wisconsin, so that 
she can be closer to medical treatment, 
FDLReporter noted. 

In March, Schmidt and Doyle invited 
Fuller’s grandmother, Chris Burelton, to 
the school. Schmidt, who reportedly never 
met Burelton, handed her a box. Inside 
was a very special message, which read, 
“Tt’s a match!” 

Principal Doyle captured video footage 
of the exchange, which featured Schmidt 
and Burelton embracing and crying 
on one another’s shoulders. “I just lost 
it,” Burelton said. “Jodi is an awesome 
woman, and I was just totally shocked. 
Speechless.” 

According to Doyle, it is in Schmidt’s 
nature to be abundantly generous. “Jodi 
is extremely passionate, full of life and 
energy, and does everything 150 percent,” 
Doyle said. “She told me that she knows 
she is here to do more. She is always look- 
ing for ways to serve others.” 
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Love’s Love 


Quentin Love recently won $18,000 on a 
reality television show, and decided to use 
his winnings to help feed the homeless. 

Love is a chef at the Turkey Chop Grill 
in Chicago, and has used his restaurant 
to feed the homeless every Monday for 
the last two years. According to the Chi- 
cago Tribune, he has paid nearly $2,000 a 
month in out-of-pocket expenses to fund 
over 60,000 free meals. Additionally, Love 
offers cooking classes on Mondays to edu- 
cate the community on healthier options. 

“With all of the negative things being 
said right now about Chicago, men in the 
community need to step up and take re- 
sponsibility,” said Love. “When you give 
someone a good meal, to show them love, 
you could be stopping them on the way to 
do something to hurt themselves or some- 
body else.” 

Love was struggling to continue his 
weekly soup kitchen program when he 
received a well-timed phone call from 
Food Network personality Guy Fieri, who 
invited Love to compete for a monetary 
prize on the Food Network reality show 
Guy s Grocery Games. 

Love competed and won the prize in 
December with his entrée, sea bass in 
vodka sauce. He used his winnings to pur- 
chase food and supplies for the weekly 
soup kitchen program he hosts from his 
restaurant. 

“It’s not just about the money,” Love 
said. “It’s about making a change in the 
communities you serve. When I was [on 
the show], I knew I was going to win. I 
felt it. 1 knew what I needed it for. I knew 
the community needed it. It wasn’t for me 
or to take a vacation. I needed it to make 
a difference.” 


A Letter of Thanks 


On March 9, a Whole Foods shopper in 
Superior, Colorado, submitted an open 
letter to the Washington Post addressing 
fellow Whole Foods shoppers who con- 
soled her on the day she learned of her 
father’s suicide. 

Beginning her letter with “Dear Strang- 
ers,” Deborah Greene writes, “I remember 


you. Ten months ago, when my cellphone 
rang with news of my father’s suicide, you 
were walking into Whole Foods prepared 
to do your grocery shopping, just as I had 
been only minutes before you.” 

Greene’s letter recalls with utter hones- 
ty the horror she experienced the moment 
she received a call from her brother ex- 
plaining that their father had taken his life. 
Greene explains that she had a cart full of 
groceries at the time, but abandoned them 
and collapsed to the floor, wailing at the 
overwhelming pain her brother’s phone 
call brought to her heart. 

Greene notes the response from her 
fellow shoppers: “You could have kept 
on walking, ignoring my cries, but you 
didn’t. You could have simply stopped 
and stared at my primal display of pain, 
but you didn’t.” 

According to Greene, one stranger 
reached for her phone and contacted 
Greene’s husband for her, while oth- 
ers discussed amongst themselves who 
would drive Greene home in her vehi- 
cle and who would follow the driver so 
that they could return to the store. An- 
other stranger asked if she could pray for 
Greene and her family. 

“You didn’t even know one another, but 
it didn’t seem to matter,” Greene recalls 
in awe. 

Finally, once the patrons learned that 
a friend of Greene’s worked at Whole 
Foods, they retrieved her, and Greene 
was brought to the back of the store 
where she was comforted by her friend 
until her husband arrived. Meanwhile, 
another stranger sent back a gift card to 
Whole Foods for Greene. Greene writes 
that the gift card “helped to feed my fam- 
ily, when the idea of cooking was so far 
beyond my emotional reach.” 

Greene closes her letter by telling these 
strangers that their intervention stopped 
her from making a mistake like attempt- 
ing to drive herself home because she 
“wasn’t thinking straight.” She writes that 
when she thinks back to that terrible day, 
“Tt is not all darkness” because those kind 
people “offered a ray of light in the bleak- 
est moment I’ve ever endured.” Ml 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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From Police to Praetorian Guard 


The Praetorian Guard of ancient Rome was gradually transformed from a citizen police 
force into an oppressive standing army. Are America’s local police following that path? 


Protectors of the people? The Praetorian Guard was originally the security force of high-ranking 
Roman officials. It then morphed into a city-wide police force, and from there into an oppressive 
army at the emperor’s command, without regard to the law or the liberty of the people. 


by Joe Wolverton Il, J.D. 


66 e are all Romans,” declared 
Carl Richard, the eminent 
classicist who has dedi- 


cated his professional life to educating 
Americans about the debt we owe to the 
institutions and habits of Ancient Rome. 
He’s not alone in this belief. A quick 
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search on Amazon reveals hundreds of 
books written with the same thesis — 
namely, that, as the title of one of these 
books proclaims, America is “Rome re- 
born on western shores.” 

If Richard and his colleagues are cor- 
rect, then we have many lessons from the 
history of that time that must be read and 
learned. Sadly, though, in our day, the 


creators of the new Common Core school 
standards suggest dispensing with the 
reading of Roman history and replacing 
it with readings from “FedViews” by the 
Federal Reserve Bank of San Francisco, 
the EPA’s “Recommended Levels of In- 
sulation,” and “Invasive Plant Inventory” 
by California’s Invasive Plant Council. 

Ancient history provided the Founders 
with examples of behavior and circum- 
stances that they could apply to their own 
circumstances. Their heroes were Roman 
republicans and defenders of liberty. The 
Founders’ principal Roman heroes were 
noble and selfless statesmen such as Cato 
the Younger, Brutus, Cassius, and Cicero 
— all of whom sacrificed their lives in un- 
successful attempts to prevent the Roman 
republic they had inherited from becom- 
ing a freedom-extinguishing empire. 

Perhaps there are fewer epochs in the 
long history of Ancient Rome from which 
the Founders drew their analogies and that 
can serve as a truer mirror of our own time 
and our own fading Republic than that of 
the reign of Caesar Augustus. 

Octavian (born Gaius Octavius Thuri- 
nus) was the great-nephew of Julius Cae- 
sar, and was adopted as the latter’s son and 
heir. After the events of the Ides of March 
in 44 B.C., Octavian began his ascent to- 
ward absolute power, power beyond even 
that exercised by his now deified great- 
uncle-cum-father. 

Our purpose in this piece is to present the 
story of one of the tactics used by Octavian, 
who was given the title “Augustus” by the 
Roman Senate, to gain complete control 
over Rome, a tactic that was so swiftly and 
silently carried out that before the citizens 
of Rome knew what was happening, the 
streets of the Eternal City were patrolled by 
soldiers — soldiers portrayed by Augustus 
as nothing more than concerned citizens in- 
terested in restoring order to riotous Rome 
and enforcing the law forcefully and fully 
until the city was “safe.” 

These soldiers masquerading as citizens 
were known as the Praetorian Guard. 


37 


HISTORY. 


As their status shifted from that of citizens protecting citizens to that 
of soldiers securing the emperors autocratic hold on the empire, the 
Praetorian Guard began flexing their political and military power, 


punishing those who dare oppose them. 


Ancient Rome 
Of course, Rome had something of a pro- 
fessional (read: standing) army before 
and during the existence of the Praeto- 
rian Guard. Likewise, the United States 
of America has a permanent armed force. 
The difference then and now between the 
standing army and the Praetorian Guard 
(I’ll discuss its modern equivalent below) 
is that the former could not conduct mili- 
tary operations inside the boundaries of 
their own country. 

In Rome, the boundary be- 
tween Rome and the rest of the 
world historically was the Rubi- 
con River, and the law (written 
and oral) of Rome forbade the 
massive Roman military from 
crossing into Rome arrayed for 
battle. Similarly, in the United 
States, the Posse Comitatus 
Act (18 USC § 1385) explicitly 
prohibits the U.S. armed forces 
from performing domestic law- 
enforcement duties. 

To trace the origins of the ir- 
reparable damage done to Roman 
liberty by the Praetorian Guard and 
to see the faint lines of that threat 
appearing on the fabric of Ameri- 
can freedom, let’s go back to Rome 
around the time of the birth of 
Christ and continue the chronicle 
of the Praetorian Guard. Then, we 
will hold up that history as a mirror 
to ourselves and the crisis we face 
today of a federal government that 
has co-opted and converted our 
once local and independent police 
forces and sheriffs’ offices into a 
standing army that is bought and 
controlled by our own imperially 
minded central government. 


Personal Army 

Augustus, wary of tipping off Ro- 
mans to the wholesale restructur- 
ing of the republic he was surrep- 
titiously achieving, took a novel 
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approach to the expanding and increasingly 
noticeable presence of soldiers inside the 
city. Rather than have to explain away such 
an unusual — and in fact, unlawful — de- 
ployment, Augustus instructed his personal 
army, which the Praetorian Guard had now 
become, to not wear their uniforms inside 
the city. He believed, and rightly so, that 
Romans would be less likely to resist this 
powerful retinue of war-makers if they 
were seen merely as fellow citizens. 


Son of the divine: As emperor, Augustus bore the title Divi Filius, 
“son of the divine.” He transformed the Praetorian Guard into his 
private police force in order to completely control the citizens of 

Rome, regardless of laws preventing such programs. 


The soldiers, per Augustus’ decree, were 
to wear the toga of a citizen to fit in, rather 
than stand out the way a legionnaire in his 
military-issue uniform would do. This unit 
of the Praetorian Guard was named the co- 
hors togata to reflect their unique status as 
soldiers in the guise of citizens. 

The cohors togata were assigned du- 
ties that we would associate with police: 
They would patrol intersections, arrest 
lawbreakers, investigate crimes, and oc- 
casionally punish perpetrators in public 
so as to send a clear message to citizens 
who doubted their determination to “keep 
the peace.” 

Prior to Augustus’ reign, the Praetorian 
Guard served for nearly a century as mili- 
tary protection and escorts for praetors, 
lower-level Roman government officials. 
After he consolidated control 
over the empire, however, 
Augustus reconstituted the 
guards as a troop under his 
sole command and dedicated 
to protecting his person and 
carrying out his every order. 

Despite their dress code, 
each of these plainclothed 
cohorts was issued a gladius, 
the weapon used by imperial 
forces deployed in the vari- 
ous combat zones around the 
known world. They looked 
like regular citizens, but they 
were armed like the disci- 
plined and experienced sol- 
diers they were. 

Under Augustus, the Prae- 
torian Guard doubled in size, 
growing from about 4,500 
men to an overwhelming 
force of 9,000 by the time of 
the emperor’s death. 

The Praetorian Guard 
were soon seen everywhere 
in Rome. They eventually 
dropped the charade of the 
cohors togata and dressed in 
an openly military style, and 
traveled in formation, armed 
as if preparing to defend the 
city against invaders. There 
was no invasion, however, 
unless one counts the invasion 
of the city by the Praetorians 
themselves. 

The Praetorian Guard, 
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upon finding themselves able 
to exercise unconstitutional and 
unlawful authority over their 
fellow citizens, began to do so 
and likewise started being the 
instigators of riots, rather than 
the investigators of them. They 
became the bane of security, 
rather than its protectors. 

By the time of the reign of the 
emperor Tiberius, the ruler who 
succeeded Augustus, and that of 
Caligula, the next after Tiberius, 
the Praetorian Guard paraded 
through the serpentine streets 
of Rome as an openly military 
force, aware of their own nearly 
unchecked and unaccountable 
power, as well as the emperors’ 
need of their support and loy- 
alty — support and loyalty they 
were willing to give for the right 
amount of compensation. 


America Today 

It is in nearly this same awful 
situation where the 2 1st-century 
United States of America finds 
itself. Of course, America al- 
ready has a standing army and 
has had one for a long time, but 
that standing army has been 
prohibited from becoming in- 
volved in domestic law enforcement. 
More recently, the statists and imperialists 
in Washington, D.C. — through the De- 
partment of Homeland Security, FBI, and 
other federal agencies — have been work- 
ing to create an impressively armed and 
aggressive Praetorian Guard-like force by 
building upon the pre-existing structure of 
an increasingly less-free and -independent 
local law-enforcement apparatus. 

By design, the force of the militarized 
police is increasingly denying citizens the 
protection of fundamental civil liberties af- 
forded us by the Bill of Rights. While there 
remain legions of law-enforcement officers 
devoted to protecting and serving their fel- 
low citizens, the federal government’s prof- 
fer of powerful, free or almost free, weap- 
ons, vehicles, gear, and tactical training is 
making the allure of becoming an unofficial 
branch of the armed forces irresistible. 

Surely this vast and rapid militarization 
and federalization of local law enforce- 
ment is the very spirit — and likely the 
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Trading freedom for security: In The Federalist, Alexander Hamilton 
warned that domestic strife often leads even freedom-loving people 
to accept the creation of institutions that will destroy their liberty in 
exchange for increased safety. 


letter — of the establishment of a standing 
army that our Founders and the republi- 
can writers who influenced them regarded 
as “inconsistent with a free government,” 
“dangerous to liberty,” and a “grand ma- 
chine of power and oppression.” 

Our Founders knew their ancient his- 
tory, and they recalled the slow but steady 
transformation of the Praetorian Guard 
into a standing army that served at the 
pleasure of a tyrant, a tyrant who could 
pay them handsomely for their loyalty. 

Today, of course, law enforcement 
aren’t directly under the control of the 
federal authority, and they are not show- 
ered with bags of gold coins to keep them 
loyal. Rather, the Department of Home- 
land Security uses the lure of millions in 
federal “aid” to entice cash-strapped local 
police and sheriffs’ offices to join them 
as “partners” in protecting the homeland 
from domestic terrorists and from the rise 
of militant Islamists in America. 

A key plank of the Obama administra- 


tion platform seems to be the 
conversion of the local police 
into a fifth branch of the U.S. 
armed forces. The means of 
accomplishing this goal is the 
doling out of millions of dollars 
from the Department of Home- 
land Security (DHS) to police 
departments and sheriffs’ of- 
fices around the country. Cash- 
strapped local law enforcement 
gobbles up the federal “grants,” 
purchasing military-grade ve- 
hicles, weapons, ammunition, 
and surveillance technology that 
would make the National Secu- 
rity Agency (NSA) proud. 

In exchange for the federal 
largess, the local police forces 
and sheriffs’ offices increas- 
ingly find themselves part of 
a partnership with the federal 
government, a partnership that 
puts them under the indirect 
command of federal law-en- 
forcement agents and provides 
them with the awesome arsenal 
of weapons, training, tools, and 
tanks manufactured originally 
for use by the armed forces. 

Furthermore, as part of the 
assimilation agreements that 
are attached to the millions of 
dollars in federal grant money they take, 
police will be required to assist in the 
forcible seizure of weapons. Where once 
these public servants would have resisted 
such obvious tyrannical requests, modern 
police will be powerless to resist, being 
reduced in many cases to nothing more 
than local outposts of the massive federal 
standing army. 

From license-plate readers to facial- 
recognition software, from surveillance 
cameras to cellphone signal trackers, 
the Department of Homeland Security 
is providing police with all the gadgets, 
hardware, and software necessary to keep 
everybody under surveillance, without the 
targeted public ever realizing that it’s the 
Capitol, not the cops, that are behind the 
monitoring. 

Local police who participate in these 
programs will have access to a shockingly 
broad array of personal information on 
citizens. Facial recognition technology, 
license-plate readers, and stoplight cam- 
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Praetorian Police? Local police are losing their independence and their accountability to those 
they protect through the acceptance of weapons and grants from the federal government. 


era video feeds will all be funneled to a 
Regional Operations Intelligence Center 
where FBI, police, and DHS agents can 
watch the live feeds. 

Another way 21st-century police forces 
are being federalized by the co-opting of 
the cops by the executive branch is through 
the establishment of fusion centers, which 
are information-sharing centers designed 
to promote cooperation and consolidation 
between federal and local law-enforce- 
ment agencies. In July 2013, Represen- 
tatives Michael McCaul (R-Texas) and 
Peter King (R-N.Y.) co-authored a report 
on the progress of the nationwide spread 
of fusion centers. A press release announc- 
ing the report revealed the pair’s support 
for a program that dismantles federalism 
and accelerates the militarization of local 
police and the consolidation of control of 
those departments to the federal govern- 
ment. Ultimately, the federal government 
will run your local police department and 
sheriff’s office, and as the number of fu- 
sion centers grows, the lines between local 
police officers and federal law enforce- 
ment agents will be harder and harder to 
distinguish. 

In fairness, most police chiefs and 
sheriffs are unaware of any larger, more 
sinister DHS program to foment riot as a 
pretext for quelling it. But whether these 
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lawmen realize it or not, when they ac- 
cept federal gadgets and grants, they are 
surrendering their independence and their 
citizens’ civil liberties. 

Perhaps the most important argument 
against the federalization of local police 
departments is that there is not a single 
syllable of the Constitution authorizing 
any such federal participation in law en- 
forcement. Heedless of such strictures, 
self-serving bureaucrats inside the U.S. 
government are tirelessly trying to obliter- 
ate local police forces answerable to local 
citizens and promote the consolidation 
movement as a step toward federalization 
of law enforcement. These proponents of 
regional and national police forces desire 
nothing less than the eradication of all 
local police departments and sheriffs’ of- 
fices, the surrender of state and municipal 
sovereignty, and the conversion of police 
into federal security agents sworn not to 
protect and to serve their neighbors, but 
to protect the prerogatives of politicians. 

In other words, we are witnessing the 
conversion of the formerly free police 
force into the private army of the presi- 
dent, in the spirit of the Praetorian Guard’s 
transformation into a powerful police 
force tasked with enforcing the decrees of 
the emperor and facilitating his consolida- 
tion of absolute power. 
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Local Police vs. Police State 

In a free society, police officers are more 
likely to be viewed as friends whose pur- 
pose is “to protect and serve” their fellow 
citizens. Their numbers are few and their 
firepower and other means of enforcement 
are not so immense and intimidating as 
to cower and overawe the local citizenry, 
from whom, ultimately, they receive their 
authority — and their paychecks. 

In an authoritarian society such as that 
of imperial Rome, however, police offi- 
cers are viewed with fear and suspicion, 
as befits the agents of a despotic central 
government vested with the authority and 
means to deprive the hapless citizenry of 
life, property, and liberty on a whim. 

If the threat of the country’s police be- 
coming a full-fledged, unstoppable, and 
all-powerful standing army of the sort our 
forefathers knew to be “dangerous to the 
Constitution” is to be answered, we, the peo- 
ple, must indeed take our country back. We 
must not only exercise our right to demand 
police recognize their responsibility to abide 
by the law, but we must fiercely resist every 
attempt to abridge our right to keep and bear 
arms and keep ourselves ready to defend that 
right against all enemies. 

This starts with learning the lessons 
our Founders learned from their study of 
Roman history. The story of the Praetorian 
Guard and the role they played in preserv- 
ing, protecting, and defending the power of 
the dictator — even at the cost of the safety 
and freedom of the people — is one of the 
most important and timely of these lessons. 

The last word on the danger to liberty 
posed by a federalized police force goes to 
Alexander Hamilton, a student of the his- 
tory of ancient Rome. As Hamilton wrote 
in The Federalist, No. 8: 


Safety from external danger, is the 
most powerful director of national 
conduct. Even the ardent love of liberty 
will, after a time, give way to its dic- 
tates. The violent destruction of life and 
property incident to war; the continual 
effort and alarm attendant on a state of 
continual danger, will compel nations 
the most attached to liberty, to resort 
for repose and security to institutions 
which have a tendency to destroy their 
civil and political rights. To be more 
safe, they, at length, become willing to 
run the risk of being less free. Hi 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
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“How He Gonna 
Get His Money?” 


While it is certainly understandable to ex- 
pect family members who are grieving the 
loss of a member killed while committing 
a felony to speak their minds when talking 
to the media, some people in Miami made 
statements that drew national attention. 
CBSMiami reported on March 11 about 
a deceased 17-year-old named Trevon 
Johnson, who police say burglarized a 
house not far away from where he lived. 
The 54-year-old homeowner, who was 
not home at the time of the burglary, was 
alerted to the break-in by her surveillance 
system. She rushed home, armed with a 
firearm, and found the teen climbing out 
of a window of her house. According to 
Miami-Dade police, the woman confront- 
ed the suspect and shots were fired. John- 
son was tushed to a nearby medical facil- 
ity where he succumbed to his injuries. 

CBSMiami interviewed his relatives 
after the shooting. Johnson’s cousin Nau- 
tika Harris said, “I don’t care if she have 
her gun license or any of that. That is way 
beyond the law ... way beyond.... He was 
not supposed to die like this. He had a fu- 
ture ahead of him. Trevon had goals.... He 
was a funny guy, very big on education, 
loved learning.” Johnson was a student at 
a nearby technical college. 

She tried to explain that, even though 
Johnson was burglarizing the house, he 
was behaving normally for someone of his 
age and background: “You have to look 
at it from every child’s point of view that 
was raised in the hood.... You have to un- 
derstand.... How he gonna get his money 
to have clothes to go to school? You have 
to look at it from his point of view.” 

Johnson’s sister Nisha was incredulous 
and told CBSMiami, “What’s wrong with 
her [asking of the burglary victim who 
shot Johnson].... She did not have to shoot 
him.... It’s no reason she should have wait- 
ed until I think he walked out the yard to 
try to shoot him.... If she called the police 
already why would she shoot him?” 

The Washington Post reported that the 
homeowner is unlikely to be charged in the 
case, as Florida laws protect homeowners 
in confrontations with intruders. The Post 
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explained that under Florida law, anybody 
who “unlawfully and by force enters or at- 
tempts to enter a person’s dwelling, resi- 
dence, or occupied vehicle is presumed to 
be doing so with the intent to commit an 
unlawful act involving force or violence.” 
This statutory definition means that home- 
owners are presumed to have “reasonable 
fear of imminent peril of death or great 
bodily harm to himself or herself or an- 
other” whenever someone “unlawfully and 
forcefully” enters their house and that the 
law gives homeowners a broad license to 
shoot intruders. Florida law also protects 
homeowners who shoot intruders from 
civil lawsuits, which means that Johnson’s 
grieving relatives are unlikely to ever re- 
ceive a wrongful death settlement. 


Intruder Shot With 
Accomplice’s Gun 


MassLive.com reported out of Massa- 
chusetts on March 15 about a Taunton 
resident who fought off a home intruder. 
Twenty-four-year-old Nicholas Hoard 
was alone in his apartment when he heard 
a knock at his door around 8:30 p.m. The 
unsuspecting victim opened the door only 
to be bum-rushed by two masked intrud- 
ers. One of the intruders held Hoard while 
the other burglar ransacked the apartment 
looking for valuables. Hoard began strug- 
gling with the armed intruder who was 
monitoring him and wrestled the gun 
away from him. The other burglar, who 
was also armed, was in another room at 
the time, but he returned when he heard 
the sound of the struggle. The burglar ran 
into the room and pointed his gun at the 
now-armed Hoard. Hoard fired at the in- 
truder, fatally injuring the suspect, who 
was later identified as 23-year-old Domi- 
nique Scott. The disarmed gunman fled 
the apartment and is still being sought by 
police. The Bristol District Attorney’s Of- 
fice told MassLive.com that according “to 
the preliminary investigation, the suspect 
rummaging through the apartment came 
back into the main area of the apartment 
due to the commotion of fighting and drew 
his firearm upon Mr. Hoard.... Mr. Hoard 
shot the suspect ... one time. The second, 
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unidentified, suspect then fled the apart- 
ment on foot while Mr. Hoard called 911.” 
Police are investigating how the suspects 
gained access to the apartment since the 
main entrance to the apartment building is 
closed to outsiders. 

Neighbors applauded the courageous 
actions of the young man, but expressed 
concern over the high crime currently 
plaguing their community. Neighbor Van- 
essa DeSilva told WBZ-TV, “It’s scary, 
because I live here.... | want my environ- 
ment to be safe.” 

Jennifer Caradonna told NBC10, “T feel 
like I would have done the same thing... 
It’s self-defense. [You’ve] got to put your- 
self before anyone.” 


Old Habits Die Hard 


The Zampa Bay Times reported about a re- 
peat offender whose decision to resume a 
life of crime proved fatal for him. Lanny 
Ray Marler, II had served three years in 
prison, and had been out for three weeks, 
when authorities say he broke in to a 
Tampa home on March 15. The 40-year- 
old occupant of the home heard the sound 
of someone breaking in to the back of the 
house. The man grabbed his gun and went 
to investigate. The man encountered Mar- 
ler in his kitchen and, fearing for his life, 
fired multiple times at the intruder. Marler 
was pronounced dead at the scene by ar- 
riving authorities. When police identified 
Marler, they explained that it is not un- 
common for such individuals to immedi- 
ately resume their criminal activity after 
being released from prison. Tampa po- 
lice spokeswoman Andrea Davis told the 
Tampa Bay Times, “Unfortunately when 
people are released from prison, particu- 
larly with property-type crimes, we see it’s 
common that they re-offend.” 

The deceased suspect’s mother was ob- 
viously saddened by what happened, but 
not surprised. Sixty-year-old Kay Marler 
told the Zampa Bay Times that her son 
had moved to Florida to find employment 
but that “one thing led to another,” and 
he began stealing again. “He had a good 
heart.... He just took the wrong path,” 
she said. 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Who’s Besmirching 
John Birch’s Good Name? 


Item: In a hit piece masquerading as a 
book review, Gabriel Schoenfeld — writ- 
ing for the Weekly Standard’s March 28 
issue — used the occasion of John Birch: 
A Life by Terry Lautz to attack both The 
John Birch Society and its founder, Robert 
Welch, as belonging to “the far fringe.” 

Schoenfeld claims that “the general 
public perceived the John Birch Society as 
crackpot as well as racist and antisemitic.” 
The only evidence he offers for those au- 
dacious claims is The John Birch Society s 
“vigorous opposition to the nascent civil 
rights movement.” He also asserts “that 
Welch, behind the scenes, was engaged in a 

full-bore attack on Dwight D. Eisenhower, 
charging the president with being ‘a dedi- 
cated conscious agent of the Communist 
conspiracy.’” Perhaps his wildest claim, 
though, is: “John Birch had his name hi- 
Jacked and ruined by Robert Welch. Today 
it evokes images of right-wing kooks hud- 
dled in secret meetings worrying feverishly 
about imagined enemies.” 
CORRECTION: It should come as no sur- 
prise that a neoconservative would find 
the principles of Robert Welch and the 
JBS as belonging to “the far fringe.” The 
reality, though, is that Welch did not cre- 
ate those principles; he got them from his 
well-read understanding of history, par- 
ticularly from the writings of America’s 
Founding Fathers. 

Schoenfeld’s claim that the JBS was seen 
by the general public “as crackpot as well as 
racist and antisemitic” is ridiculous, espe- 
cially considering that in just the previous 
paragraph he writes that the JBS was “ex- 
traordinarily successful,” having become 
“by the close of the 1950’s ... the largest 
conservative grassroots organization in the 
country.” Schoenfeld appears to want to 
have it both ways: The JBS was a danger- 
ous force to be reckoned with and was a “far 
fringe” group of “crackpot” racists not taken 
seriously. Reason and logic, it seems, do not 
fit into his agenda of attacking the organiza- 
tion that has successfully kept Americanism 
alive for almost 60 years. 

As Bill Hahn, vice president of com- 
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munications for the JBS, described that 
success for THE NEW AMERICAN: “Many 
have underestimated the JBS and have not 
given it the proper credit. It would surprise 
many to learn that the quiet, but powerful, 
influence of the society has stretched from 
the very beginnings of the home-school 
and pro-life movements to the state houses 
and U.S. Congress. It has never wavered 
in its commitment to less government, 
more responsibility and — with God’s 
help — a better world.” 

Schoenfeld’s assertion that the JBS was 
— or is — a racist organization is demon- 
strably false. The JBS has always held that 
morality is opposed to racism. As such, 
any member of the JBS who espouses rac- 
ist ideas is immediately expelled from the 
organization. So why did the JBS oppose 
the civil rights movement? Because that 
movement sought to grant to the federal 
government powers not delegated to it by 
the Constitution. What Schoenfeld does 
not mention is that it was the black mem- 
bers of the JBS who were the most vocal 
opponents of the movement. 

Schoenfeld’s claim that Welch accused 
President Dwight Eisenhower of being “a 
dedicated conscious agent of the Commu- 
nist conspiracy” is at once an oversimpli- 
fication ripped from the proper context. 
The quote, attributed to The Politician, 
Welch’s critical biography of Eisenhower, 
never appeared in the published book, but 
it did appear in the earlier unpublished 
manuscript that was sent as a confiden- 
tial letter to some friends prior to Welch 
founding The John Birch Society. In the 
letter, Welch concluded that Eisenhower’s 
actions could be explained by his being a 
“stooge” unaware of how his actions were 
benefiting communism, an opportunistic 
politician, or “a dedicated, conscious agent 
of the Communist conspiracy.” While per- 
sonally holding the latter opinion, Welch 
left it up to the reader to draw his or her 
own conclusion. 

However, after The John Birch Society 
was founded, the media found out about 
the letter and made a big issue of it. Welch 
responded to the media attacks on The Pol- 
itician by adding extensive documentation 
and then publishing it. The published ver- 


sion included this endnote: “At this point 
in the original manuscript there was one 
paragraph in which I expressed my own 
personal belief as to the most likely expla- 
nation of the events and actions which this 
document had tried to bring into focus. In a 
confidential letter, neither published nor of- 
fered for sale, and restricted to friends who 
were expected to respect the confidence but 
offer me in exchange their own points of 
view, this seemed entirely permissible and 
proper. It does not seem so for an edition 
of the letter that is now to be published and 
given, probably, fairly wide distribution. So 
that paragraph, and two explanatory para- 
graphs, connected with it, have been omit- 
ted here. And the reader is left entirely free 
to draw his own conclusions.” 

After The Politician was published, 
the media stopped talking about the book 
while continuing to focus on the “dedicat- 
ed, conscious agent” quote, ignoring that 
an “agent” of the “Communist conspiracy” 
is not the same as a communist, and some- 
times even claiming falsely that Welch had 
called Eisenhower a communist. Moreover, 
the media have ignored the tremendous evi- 
dence Welch had compiled in The Politician 
supporting the conclusion he drew. 

As to Schoenfeld’s assertion that “John 
Birch had his name hijacked and ruined 
by Robert Welch,” John Birch’s parents 
emphatically refuted such ludicrousness 
long ago. In the July 1961 JBS Bulletin, 
it was reported that one of The John Birch 
Society’s “more ambitious critics” was 
claiming that the JBS had done an injus- 
tice to Captain Birch by using his name 
without permission. When Birch’s parents 
learned of this, they sent a telegram to the 
member who had inquired about the ac- 
cusation, saying, “Mr. Welch has had our 
full permission to use the name of our son, 
John Birch, for The John Birch Society 
since it was founded. We are proud to have 
been Honorary Life Members of The John 
Birch Society since January, 1959 and are 
actively supporting the work of the Soci- 
ety in every way that we can. We have the 
utmost confidence in Mr. Welch’s ability 
and integrity, and approve most heartily of 
his methods.” 

— C. MITCHELL SHAW 
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Mass Migration a Plot to Destroy Christian West 


hortly before Europe 
S was hit with the re- 

cent terror attack in 
Brussels, one prominent Eu- 
ropean leader was warning 
that the growing tsunami of 
Middle Eastern immigrants 
flooding into the West is ac- 
tually an organized plot by 
internationalist extremists 
to destroy liberty, nation- 
hood, Western civilization, 
and Christendom. Speaking 
March 15 at Budapest’s Na- 
tional Museum in a historic 
speech that was largely ig- 
nored or distorted by the es- 
tablishment press, Hungarian 
Prime Minister Viktor Orban 
called on Europeans to unite 
against the threat emanating 
from the European Union headquartered in Brussels. 

In a speech that may go down in history as a crucial turning 
point, Orban told Hungarians: “Today Europe is as fragile, 
weak and sickly as ‘a flower being eaten away by a hidden 
worm.’” He added: “Europe is not free. Because freedom be- 
gins with speaking the truth.” 

Today, he explained, it is forbidden across much of Europe 
to speak the truth. “It is forbidden to say that those arriving 
are not refugees, but that Europe is threatened by migration,” 
he said. “It is forbidden to say that tens of millions are ready 
to set out in our direction. It is forbidden to say that immigra- 
tion brings crime and terror to our countries. It is forbidden 
to point out that the masses arriving from other civilizations 
endanger our way of life, our culture, our customs and our 
Christian traditions.” 

“Tt is forbidden to point out that the purpose of settling peo- 
ple here is to reshape the religious and cultural landscape of 
Europe, and to re-engineer its ethnic foundations — thereby 
eliminating the last barrier to internationalism: the nation- 
states,” he said, pointing out the fact that globalists are work- 
ing to crush nationhood and national sovereignty on the road 
to what they often call their New World Order. “It is forbidden 
to say that Brussels is now stealthily devouring more and more 
slices of our national sovereignty, and that in Brussels many 
are now making a plan for a United States of Europe — for 
which no one has ever given authorization.” 

The real danger, though, is not even the tsunami of Is- 
lamic immigrants, the overwhelming majority of whom 
are military-aged males. “If we want to halt this mass mi- 
gration, first we must curb Brussels,” he said. “The main 
danger to Europe’s future does not come from those who 
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want to come here, but from 
Brussels’ fanatical interna- 
tionalism. We should not 
allow Brussels to place it- 
self above the law. We shall 
not allow it to force upon us 
the bitter fruit of its cosmo- 
politan immigration poli- 
cy.” He vowed that there 
would be no urban areas in 
Hungary beyond the reach 
of the law, so-called “no- 
go zones.” There will be 
no mass disorder or immi- 
grant riots. And there shall 
be “no gangs hunting down 
our women and daughters.” 

As for the EU’s agenda 
to force nations to accept 
tens of thousands and then 
hundreds of thousands of 
Islamic immigrants, Hungary will refuse. “We shall not 
allow others to tell us whom we can let into our home and 
country, whom we will live alongside, and with whom we 
will share our country,” he said. “We reject the forced re- 
settlement scheme, and we shall tolerate neither blackmail, 
nor threats. The time has come to ring the warning bell. 
The time has come for opposition and resistance. The time 
has come to gather allies to us. The time has come to raise 
the flag of proud nations. The time has come to prevent the 
destruction of Europe, and to save the future of Europe.” He 
called on every Hungarian and on every European, regard- 
less of party, to unite. 

Evoking memories of Hungarian and Polish resistance to 
German and Soviet tyranny, Orban said Europeans knew how 
to resist oppression from afar — tyranny that would have 
swallowed up Hungary if it could have. “Faceless” globalists, 
he said, intend to eliminate everything that is “unique, autono- 
mous, age-old and national.” They aim to “blend cultures, 
religions and populations, until our many-faceted and proud 
Europe will finally become bloodless and docile.” “And if we 
resign ourselves to this outcome, our fate will be sealed, and 
we will be swallowed up in the enormous belly of the United 
States of Europe,” he added. The task for Hungarians and 
other Europeans who have not yet “lost all common sense,” 
then, is “to defeat, rewrite and transform the fate intended 
for us.” 

For the sake of Western civilization, Christendom, liberty, 
and the survival of independent nations, Europeans and Ameri- 
cans should consider Orban’s warnings carefully — and resist 
the globalist agenda. The alternative, as Orban so eloquently 
put it, is slavery. 
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